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DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanJP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DEFENDANT'S FOURTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
Without waiving any of Defendant's prior objections, Defendant provides the 
following information and supplementation to the information originally provided to the 
State on February 7,2007, March 6,2007, May 16,2007, and May 21, 2007: 
REQUEST NO.1: Any books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects or 
copies or portions thereof, which are within the possession, custody or control of the 
Defendant, and which the Defendant intends to introduce at trial in the above-mentioned 
case. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO.1: Other than those items identified in previous 
Discovery Responses, Defendant also intends to introduce the following: 
1. Transcript of Draper video prepared by transcriptionist Kelly Harms 
2. Report prepared by Kelly A. Brockhohn, MFS with Crime Scene 
Technologies, attached hereto. 
3. Curriculum Vitae of Kelly A. Brockhohn, attached hereto. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - DEFENDANT'S FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY PAGE 1 7;):3 
DATED this 23rd day of May, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Defendant's Fourth Supplemental 
Response to Request For Discovery was served on the following named persons at the 
addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 23rd day of May, 2007. 
'/Y'I 
[ ]~imile 
[~Hand Deli very 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - DEFENDANT'S FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - PAGE 2 
Aaron N. Thompson 
Dial, May & Rammell, Chtd. 
P .O. Box 370 
216 W. Whitman 
Pocatello, fD 83204 
CST #: C070014 
Agency Case #; BR06-292 
Subjects : 
Victim: 
REFERENCE: 
Brian Draper 
Torey Adamcik 
Cassie Stoddart 
May 22.2007 
This report is in reference to the following items of evidence which were submitted under three separate 
submissions. Submission 01 was submitted by Bron Rammel! and was received on April 19, 2007 via 
Federal Express # 851752654820, Submission 02 was submitted by Bron Rammell and was received on 
April 20, 2007 via Federal Express # 859914571137 and Submission 03 was submitted by Cindi Hall and 
was received on April 25, 2007 via Federal Express # 853124727056. An STR analysis was requested. 
The results of the STR analysis are to be compared to the DNA profiles received for Cassie Stoddart, 
Brian Draper and Torey Adamcik provided by the Idaho State Police Bureau of Forensic Services under 
case number P20061546. 
ITEMS RECEIVED: 
Submission 01 
M23A 
M23B 
M25-1 
M25-2 
Submission 02 
M2H 
M21 
Submission 03 
M2A 
M23 
M25A: 
M25B: 
M32A 
M33A 
Black Cloth Glove (Right Hand) 
BlacK Cloth Glove (Left Hand) 
Brown Paper Fold 
Black "Calvin Klein" Shirt 
Right Hand Fingernails from Cassie Stoddart 
left Hand Fingernails from Cassie Stoddart 
Rt1!ference Bloodstains of Cassie StOddart 
Portion of Black Fabric said to have been collected from the "Puma" glove 
Portion of black fabric said to have been collected from the "Calvin Klein" shirt collar 
Portion of black fabric said to have been collected from the "Calvin Klein" shirt sleeve cuff 
Reference Bloodstains of Brian Draper 
Reference Bloodstains of Torey Adamcik, 
11125 Flintkote Ave. Suite A • San Diego, CA 92121 
858.550.1700' Fax 858.SS0.1711 • www.cst lab.com 
An ASCLD/LAB 
Accredited Laboratory 
<::inr., "){){)h 
OS/22/20137 15: 51 858-5513-171313 
CST Case # CQ70014 
May 22,2007 
Page 2 of 5 
RESULTS I CONCLUSIONS: 
C!::)I 
No analysis was performed on the Left Hand Blae!< Cloth Glove (M23B), the Brown Paper Fold (M25-1), 
the Reference Bloodstains of Cassie Stoddart (Item M2A), the portion of Black Fabric said to have been 
collected from the "Puma" glove (Item M23 from Submission 03), the portion of black fabric said to have 
been collected from the "Calvin Klein" shirt collar (Item M25A from Submission 03) or the portion of black 
fabric said to have been collected from the "Calvin Klein" Shirt sleeve cuff (Item M25B from Submission 
03). 
A swabbing was collected from Item M23A (M23A). Item M2H (M2H-1) and M21 (M21-1). Two swabs 
were collected from Item M25 (M25-2A and M25.2B), 
Samples from items M23A, M25-2A and M2S-2B were extracted, quantitated. and amplified using the 
Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) at the fOllowing 1S STR loci, plus the gender identification locus 
amelogenin: 08S1179, 021S11, 07S820, CSF1PO, 03S1358, TH01, 0135317, 016S539, 02S1338, 
019S433, vWA, TPOX. 018S51, 05S818, and FGA 
SwabbioQ of Right Hand Black Cloth Glove (M23A): 
A ONA profile was obtained from the STR analysis of item M23A at all loci tested. The DNA profile 
obtained from item M23A is consistent with a mixture of at least 2 individuals. Brian Draper and Cassie 
Stoddart cannot be excluded as possible contributors to the DNA profile at the 13 loci available for 
comparison. Torey Adamcik is excluded as a possible contributor to the DNA profile. 
Using the 08S1179, D21S11, 078820, CSF1PO, 0381358, TH01, 013S317. D16S539, vWA, TPOX, 
D18S51, 05S81 S, and FGA loci, the frequency of occurrence of a random person having a profile that 
would be included in the mixture of types observed In the ONA profile obtained from item M23A for 
unrelated individuals in the following populations is approximately: 
PQ~ulation FreguencX 
Caucasian 1 in 53,000 
African American 1 in 160,000 
Hispanic 1 in 65,000 
Swabbing of Black "Calvin Klein" shirt (M25-2Bl: 
A DNA profile was obtained from the STR analysis of item M2S-2B at amelogenin and at 12 of 15 STR 
loci. Results were not obtained or were not interpretable at the following STR loci: 021S11, CSF1PO, 
and 018S51. The DNA profile obtained from item M25-2B is consistent with a mixture of at least 2 
individuals. Brian Draper cannot be e)(cluded as a possible contributor to the DNA profile at 9 of the 10 
loci available for comparison. 
Using the 08S1179, 07S820, 03S1358, TH01, 013S317, 0168539, TPOX, 05S818 and FGA loci, the 
frequency of OCCurrence of a random person having a profile that would be included in the mixture of 
types observed in the DNA profile obtained from item M25-2B for unrelated individuals in the following 
populations is approximately: 
OS/22/2007 15: 51 858-550-1700 
CST Case # C070014 
May 22,2007 
Page 3 of 5 
Po(!ulottion 
Caucasian 
African American 
Hispanic 
Freguency: 
1 in 820 
1 in 1200 
1 in 1300 
Cassie Stoddart cannot be excluded as a possible contributor to the mixed DNA profile obtained from 
item M25-2B at all of the loci available for comparison. Torey Adamcik is excluded as a possible 
contributor to the DNA profile. 
Using the 06S1179, 07S620, 03S1358. TH01, 013S317, 016S539, vWA. TPOX., 05S818 and FGA loci, 
the frequency of occurrence of a random person having a profile that would be included in the mixture of 
types observed in the DNA profile obtained from item M25-2B for unrelated individuals in the following 
populations is approximately: 
Pogulation Fr~gygD'~ 
Caucasian 1 in 3500 
African American 1 in 5400 
f--
Hispanic 1 in 4100 
Samples from items M2H-1, M21-1. M32A and M33A were extracted, quantitated, and amplified using the 
Polymerase Chain Reaction (peR) at the following 17 Y-STR loci: DYS456. DYS3891, OYS390, 
DYS38911, DYS458, DYS392 , DYS19. DYS38Sa/b, DYS393, DYS391. DYS439, DYS635, DYS392, Y 
GATA H4. DYS438, DYS437 and DYS448. 
Right Hand Fingernails (M2H·1 ): 
A DNA profile W<!lS obtained from the Y -STR analysis of the right hand fingernails (item M2H-1) at all loci 
tested. The DNA profile obtained from item M2H-1 is consistent with a low-level mixture of at least 4 male 
individuals. Brian Draper is excluded as the major contributor to the DNA mixture obtained from item 
M2H-1, but cannot be excluded as a minor contributor to the DNA mixture at 13 of 17 loci tested. Torey 
Adamcik is excluded as a contributor to the DNA mixture obtained from item M2H-1. 
Left Hand FingernailS (M21-1 ): 
A DNA profile was obtained from the Y ·STR analysis of the left hand fingernails (item M21-1) at all loci 
tested. The DNA profile obtained from item M21-1 is consistent with a low-level mixture of at least 2 male 
individuals. Brian Draper is excluded as the major contributor to the DNA mixture obtained from item 
M21-1, but cannot be excluded as a minor contributor to the DNA mixture at 12 of 17 loci tested. Torey 
Adamcik is excluded as a contributor to the DNA mixture obtained from item M21-1. 
REMARKS: 
All evidence has been returned to Detective Mark Ballard per Court Order dated April 18. 2007. All 
unconsumed extracts will be retained at Crime Scene Technologies. 
l~~ 
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State of Idaho 
-v-
Torey Adamcik 
O '""~ ~~; ;.-1 } .••. r \: '\ . , 
DVD LABELED: Draper Video Copy 2 I May, 2007 
DVD/AUDIO Track Labeled: VTS 01 O.IFO 
This is certified to be an accurate verbatim of said OVO/audio to the best of transcriber's abilities and 
quality of the recording. Completed OS/23/07. 
96/ 
oc Transcript on Services 714-393-3711 
People -v- Adamcik 
1 TRANSCRIBER'S NOTE: During the course of this DVD transcription assignment, 
2 transcriber has received a total of two DVDs. The first DVD-Iabeled DRAPER 
3 VIDEO COPY-was transcribed and completed documents were submitted. This 
4 transcript is for the second DVD-Iabeled DRAPER VIDEO COpy 2 / MA Y, 2007. 
5 
6 For ease of readability, transcriber refers to DRAPER VIDEO COpy as "DVD-1" and 
7 DRAPER VIDEO COpy 2 / MA Y, 2007 as "DVD-2." 
8 
9 While transcribing DVD-2, transcriber noted that there were a few instances of audio 
10 irregularity. The "audio skip" or "slowing-of-audio / distortion" results in an "artificial" 
11 [unintelligible.] Please note: these exact same segments were fully-audible on DVD-1. 
12 With the included annotations, a true and accurate verbatim statement can be 
13 presented. IIkh 
14 
15 TRANSCRIBER'S NOTE: While there are moments that include "MISC. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED" individuals, this DVD/audio file primarily consists of the same two 
17 persons in various settings, in several segments. Transcriber has identified the 
18 individual first to be heard on-tape [on audio] as UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 and the 
19 other as UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2. 
20 VTS 01 O.IFO BEGINS. 
21 
22 [VIDEO SETTING -Initial screen shows: 
23 CAM1 
24 05.03:05 00:31 :08 M1 
25 Empty title. 
Draper Video Copy 2 I May, 2007 - VTS_01_0.IFO Page 2 of 44 
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People -v- Adamcik 
1 Next screen shows blue, with "water drops" design. Background of grey/white/black 
2 with vertical red, uneven lines. In upper-left corner there is a blue "bar" with the word 
3 "DVD". Immediately under the red "bar" is a yellow rectangle. Within that yellow 
4 rectangle, it shows an unreadable length oftime. To its right is another blue rectangle 
5 with the word "RECORD" which replaces the word "ERROR" in fade-in/fade-out.] 
6 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
7 10:47:12AM 
8 MAR 2 2006 
9 [VIDEO SETIING - "Play"''' in upper left screen corner. "Tracking bar" then 
appears, overlaying time and date. SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE do not 10 
11 change, however.] 
12 [VIDEO SETIING - appears to be a school hallway with lockers. At left, a teen-aged 
13 girl and teen-aged boy are at a locker. Other individuals-presumably students-can 
14 be viewed in distance. Video camera is presumed to be on, at or in stairway since 
15 stair railing is viewed at right.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED: ... let's go, dude. [??] 
17 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
18 
19 
20 
21 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
22 [VIDEO SETIING - dark and black, with bright "lights" similar in appearance to 
23 streetlights.] 
24 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
25 9:53:15PM 
Draper Video Copy 21 May, 2007 - VTS_01_0.IFO Page 3 of 44 
People -v- Adamcik 
1 SEP 22 2006 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 We're here ... in his car. The time is nine ... fifty. 
3 September twenty-. [Audio skips.] [kh1]2006. 
4 September twenty-second. [kh2]2006. 
5 [VIDEO SETTING - shows "scrolling" white lines over screen.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Um .,. unfortunately, we have the grueling task of 
7 killing our two friends. And they are right in-in that house just down the street. 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 We just talked to them. We were there for an hour ... 
9 but .. , 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... we checked-out the whole house. We know there's 
11 lots of doors. There-. There's lots of places to hide. Um ... I unlocked ... the back 
io~ 12 doors. That's all unlocked. Now we just gotta wait. And um .. . 
13 [VIDEO SETTING - shows black/dark screen.] 
14 [AUDIO SETTING - Music is audible.] 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 : yep. We're-. We're really nervous right now, but 
16 W-. You know? We're ready. 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
We're listening to the greatest rock band ... 
'" we've been ... 
... ever .. , 
... waiting for this for a long time. 
'" Pink Floyd. Before we commit ... the ultimate crime 
22 of murder. 
23 [VIDEO SETTING - video camera zooms in to what appears to be numeric settings 
24 on vehicle in-dash CD player.] 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: We've waited for this for a long time. 
96<'/ 
Draper Video Copy 2 I May, 2007 - VTS_01_0.IFO Page 40f44 
People -v- Adamcik 
1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 [VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
4 
5 
6 
A longtime. 
We-. We'll stay tuned. 
7 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
8 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
9 11 :31 :56PM 
10 SEP 22 2006 
11 [VIDEO SETIING - Appears to be inside vehicle. Headlights can be seen as well as 
\,J74 12 the road. It is nighttime and very dark.] 
fA 13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .,. just killed Cassie. We just left her house. This is not 
14 a fucking joke. 
I'm shaking. 15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I stabbed her i-in the throat a-and I saw her lifeless 
17 body ... just ... [unintelligible] [??] [Audio seems to skip.] [kh3] 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: I stabbed her in-in the throat a-and I saw her lifeless 
19 body ... just ... uh ... disappear. Dude, I .,. [kh4] 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: .,. oh, my GOd.[kh5] 
21 [VIDEO SETIING - shows "rolling" / with white lines screen.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... just killed Cassie. [kh6] [Loud exhaling/heavy 
23 breathing.] Oh! Oh .,. fuck! That felt like it wasn't even real. [Audio is somewhat 
24 muffled-sounding for a moment, although what is next said is clearly audible.] O-oh, I 
25 mean-
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1 it went by so fast. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
5 now. 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
10 (VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
11 
12 
Shut the tuck up! We gotta get our act straight! 
It's okay. 
[U nintellig ible] 
.. , 'kay. We'll-. We'll-. Let's go buy movie tickets 
Okay. 
Come on, wave [??] good-bye. 
No. 
Good-bye. 
a 13 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
\ 
14 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
15 05:27:06PM 
16 SEP 22 2006 
17 (VIDEO SETTING - short-haired, dark-haired male playing drum set which consists 
18 of four drums, four cymbals [including high-hat cymbal set.] Room has shelves with 
19 numerous lined-up-what appear to be-cans and bottles. Posters are on the wall. 
20 After playing drums for approximately fifty-seven seconds, he gets up from drum seat. 
21 He drops drumsticks. He walks towards video camera. He is shirtless. He is wearing 
22 "Happy Dog" boxer shorts, which are significantly above his pants' waistline. Video 
23 camera position shifts. Connected or "powered-on" television can be viewed briefly at 
24 end of segment.] 
25 (VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
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1 
2 
3 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
4 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
5 8:05:24PM 
6 SEP 21 2006 
7 [VIDEO SETTING - Appears to be inside vehicle. Headlights can be seen as well as 
8 the road. It is nighttime and very dark.] 
... we're going for a .,. 
... and plus ... 
... high death count. 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... we're not going not to get caught, Brian. If we're 
13 goin' for guns, we're just gonna end it. We're just gonna ... 
... oh, yeah ... 14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... gonna grab the guns and get outta there ... kill 
16 everybody and leave. 
17 [AUDIO SETTING - Music is audible.] 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: We're going to make ... history. 
19 [VIDEO SETTING -UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is in view.] 
We're gonna make history. 
For all you FBI agents watching this ... 
... [laughs] ... 
... uh, you weren't quick enough. 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 You weren't quick enough. And you weren't s-smart 
25 enough. And we're going over to Dana [??] Nixon's house. W-we're gonna go s-
967 
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1 snoop around over there. And try to see if she's home alone or not. And if she's home 
2 alone ... splat! 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
7 (PAUSE] 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 got that from, Brian. 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Don't-. 
.,. she dead! 
Don't put your humor into this, Brian. 
Ohh .. , I-I'm not putting humor into it. 
Yep. People will die. And the ... memories will fade. 
Memories will fade. Hmm. I wonder what movie you 
Myself. 
(Laughs] 
That was from myself. 
No wonder it was so lame. 
'kay-we're on our way and I'm gonna-. All of you 
16 stay-tuned. We're almost there. 
17 (VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
18 
19 
20 (VIDEO SETTING - "Unidentified male" playing drum set appears for a "split-
21 second."] 
22 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE as shown on video - during this "split-
23 second" drum-playing sequence: 
24 1 :12:16PM 
25 MAR 24 2006 
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1 [SPLIT-SECOND DRUM-PLAYING SEGMENT ENDS.] 
2 
3 
4 
5 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
6 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
7 8:08:12PM 
8 SEP 21 2006 
9 [VIDEO SETTING - appears to be within a moving vehicle as a road can be viewed. 
10 Appears to be at night with car I street lights in distance.] 
11 [AUDIO SETTING - Music is audible.] 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... Nixon's house. It's clear out there in the pasture. 
13 We've already ... snooped around her house a couple times. Uh, and she-. Sh-. 
14 She's not at home, so ... we're gonna go to that church over there. 
15 [VIDEO SETTING - camera "pans" past UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2but as it is dark, 
16 unable to discern anything further.] 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... and we're gonna call ... a, a girl and a guy named 
18 Cassie and Matt. They're o-our, our friends, but we have to make sacrifices. So ... 
19 um-. I feel ... t-tonight i-is the night. And it feels really weird that-you know-inside 
20 my stomach [??] and stuff. And I feel like ... I ... wanna kill somebody. 
21 [PAUSE] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I know that's not ... n-normal but, what-the-hell? 
23 [VIDEO SETTING - vehicle appears to have entered parking lot as parked vehicles 
24 can be briefly viewed. 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 I feel ... 
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1 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is viewed and is squinting.] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
... we need to break away from normal life .. , 
... how bright is this light? 
4 [VIDEO SETTING - It sounds as if vehicle ignition is turned off.] 
5 [AUDIO SETTING - Music ceases.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: ... because-. Let's put it this way. Parents-along 
7 with their parents, along with their parents ... and so on .. , 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 bullshit ... 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
... uh huh ... 
... taught them ... about God, Jesus-. The whole ... 
. .. [laughs] ... 
... line. And I'm sure you guys believe in God, as well. I 
13 realized-when I was in seventh grade-along [??] ... you don't believe in Santa 
14 Claus ... 
. .. [laughs] ... 15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... or vampires or werewolves. They're used to ... 
17 metaphor ... 
18 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is on-screen in focus.] 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: ... not to let-. They teach their kids-. Back in the 
20 eighteen hundreds-I learned this in English class-about telling their kids that you 
21 can't go outside or a vampire will get you. Just to make their kids ... s-stay [staid?] 
22 and do what they wanna do. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Th-. 
... God is ... 
... that's what God's for, right? 
9702 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
4 you "go to hell." 
.. , basically the same way. 
Yep. 
Tryin' to get people to do good. Or else ... so-called .. , 
5 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is viewed. He mimics quote-mark 
6 gestures during the "go to hell" remark.] 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 : And, we're obviously goin' to hell, if it's real. But you 
8 know what-who gives a shit? 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
12 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
16 it's not real. But-. [Laughs.] 
Y-yeah, but-. And-. 
Yeah-. 
... why would you ... 
.. , but it's not real ... 
.. , say it's real, Brian? 
.. , it's not real. 'Cause it's so ... blatantly obvious that 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: People believe it, because their parents teach 'em. 
18 And so, it's so hard for 'em to let go of it, because they've ... 
.. , let's go ... 
... been taught their whole life. 
Yeah, I know. 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 But .,. fuckin', what-. The point I'm makin' is .. , 
23 [PAUSE] 
24 [VIDEO SETTING - Video camera position shifts, vehicle interior is viewed. Appears 
25 that both persons are preparing to exit vehicle.] 
973 
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... push that for me. [??] 1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
We are also taught that things like, killing people ... 
... is wrong ... 
... and another thing is wrong. The only thing that it's 
5 wrong about is because ... it's breaking the law. And, the law's only wrong-. It-. 
6 The law's only [??] there ... 
7 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
8 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is now briefly viewed from the "front" 
9 of the vehicle; video camera appears to be positioned on dashboard.] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... natural selection, dude. 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Because it ... 
,12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... natural selection. That's all I gotta say. 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 There should be no law against killing people. I know 
14 it's a wrong thing, but ... 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... natural selection. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... hell-. Hell-. You restrict somebody from it-
17 they're gonna want it more. 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Exactly. Goodbye, camera. 
19 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
20 
21 
22 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
23 [VIDEO SETIING - someone playing drum set appears for "split-second."] 
24 [VIDEO SETIING - Unable to clearly view SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE 
25 during this "split-second" drum-playing sequence.] 
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1 [VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
2 
3 
4 
5 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
6 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
7 8:15:39PM 
8 SEP 21 2006 
9 [VIDEO SETTING - appears to be within a moving vehicle as a road can be viewed. 
10 It appears to be at night with car I street lights in distance.] 
11 [AUDIO SETTING - Music is audible.] 
12 [AUDIO SLOWS, DISTORTION OCCURS] [kh7] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... not home. My friend's too [unintelligiblel!kh8] to go 
14 investigate. Turn here. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .. , not home. My friend's too pussy [kh9]tO go 
16 investigate. Turn here. 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Too smart ... 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... why're you turning here, dude? 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Because it's faster this way. 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 'kay. And we're gonna go over to Cassie and Matt's 
21 house. If they're home alone, we're gonna see ... 
... it's Cassie's hou-! [??] Matt is there! 22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Matt is there. Sorry. We're gonna go there. We're 
24 gonna knock on the door. We'll s .. see who's there. We'll, se-. See-. See-. We'll 
25 see if their parents are home or not. If they're home alone, we will leave ... right [??] 
92..5-
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1 away. And then we will come back in about ... ten minutes. We'll s-sneak in ... 
2 through the door. Because, chances are, they're prob'ly in Cassie's room. S-so we'll 
3 sneak in the front door. We'll make a noise outside. And .. , Matt will come out to 
4 investigate. Kill him. A-and i-it'll scare the shit out of Cassie ... 'kay? We'll ... 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
7 [VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
8 
9 
... sounds like fun. 
We'll stay tuned. 
10 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
11 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
12 8:36:46PM 
13 SEP 21 2006 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - appears to be within a moving vehicle as a road can be viewed. 
15 It appears to be at night with car I street lights in distance. Appears to be raining. 
16 Windshield wipers are functioning.] 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: We found our victim. And s ... sad as it may be ... she's 
18 our friend. But you know what? We all ... have to make ... sacrifices. Our first victim 
19 is going to be Cassie Stoddart and .,. 
... God! ... 
... her friends ... 
... turn your brights off, asshole! 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 We'll-. [Laughs] We'll find out if she has f-friends 
24 over. She's gonna be alone in a big ... dark ... house. Out in the middle of [laughs] 
25 nowhere. How perfect ... can you get? 1-. I mean like, holy shit, dude. 
Z?6 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 I'm horny just thinking about it. 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Hell, yeah! So we're gonna fuckin' kill her a-and her 
3 friends. And we're gonna keep movin' on. I heard some news about Kirsten. She's 
4 gonna be home alone from six to seven. So we might ... kill her. Then drive over to 
5 Cassie's thing. And scare the shit out of them. And kill them one .,. by ... fucking ... 
6 one. Hell ... yeah. 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 [UNIDENTIFIED SOUND] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 [PAUSE] 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
20 failed. 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Why 'one-by-one?' Why can't it be a slaughterhouse? 
Two-by-two? And, three-by-three? 
'Cause, we gotta keep it ... classy. 
So, yeah ... 
... keep it classy. 
It's gonna be ... e-extra fun. 
You're evil. 
[Laughs] Yes, I am. So are you, Torey. 
No. Evil ... 
.. , we're both evil ... 
.. , is an expression of God. That was another test you 
'Evil' is not an expression of God. 
Yes, it is! 
That's bullshit and you know it. 
24 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 silhouette can be viewed. He strikes 
25 steering wheel presumably for emphasis while speaking.] 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: Evil ... the origin is, 'a follower of .. , fuckin' Satan.' 
2 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 There is no Satan ... 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... is Satan real? Then shut ... 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... then how-? 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... up! ... 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... then how we supposed to express ourselves? 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Good and bad! 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 We're-? We're bad? 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 We are bad. 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 That sounds so shitty. 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 We're evil. That sounds ... 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... hey! 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... even shittier. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... we're not, 'kay? Then we're sick . .. psychopaths 
16 that get pleasure of killing other people! 
That sounds good, baby. That .. , 
... we're ... 
... sounds good . 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... gonna go down in history. We're gonna be just .,. 
21 like ... Scream. Except real-life terms. 
That sounds ... 
... we're gonna be murderers ... 
... good, baby! 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Like, let's see-. Ted Bundy. Like the Hillside ... 
9Z~ 
Page 17 of 44 Draper Video Copy 21 May, 2007 - VTS_01_0.IFO 
People -v- Adamcik 
1 Strangler. 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 we're gonna be. 
No-o. 
The Zodiac Killer. 
Those people are more amateurs compared to what 
6 [AUDIO SETIING - Music is audible.] 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 We're gonna be more of .,. higher sources of .. , Ed 
8 GI-. 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Gein. 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Gein. 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [Laughs] 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [Laughs] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Well, except we're not that ... s-sick and that twisted. 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [Laughs] Oh! Do you know what Ed Gein's words 
15 were? 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 What? 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Saw a girl walkin' down the street, right? 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah. 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Two questions came to his head. Hmm, I could take 
20 her out ... have a nice time with her . 
. ,. then kill her? [Laughs] 
.,. a-and show her a good time. 
.,. s-skin her alive? 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 would look like ... 
Charm the pants off her. Or ... I wonder what her head 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
6 freedom. Good-bye. 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 [VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
[Laughs] 
'" on a stick. [Laughs] 
... holy shit! [Laughs] 
That's creepy, huh? 
Yes. [Laughs] Holy shit! Murder is power. Murder is 
I don't know ... 
9 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
10 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
11 1:19:38PM 
12 MAR 24 2006 
13 [VIDEO SETTING - Unidentified male playing drum set.] 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - Unidentified observers [students?] standing around drummer.] 
15 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET : Oh, fuck. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: [Laughs] 
17 UNIDENTIFIED OBSERVER ... d'you make that up? Or was that-? Is that from 
18 a song? 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: That's 'Brackish .. , ' 
20 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET : ... that's a ... 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: ... from Kitty. 
22 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET ... Kitty song. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED OBSERVER Oh. 
24 [Laughs] 
25 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET I wish I made it up, [unintelligible] it's cool. It is 
78'0 
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1 cool. Ahh. Let's do some cymbals. 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 : All right-we got two minutes. 
3 [VIDEO SETTING - Male sitting at drum set resumes playing drum set.] 
4 [VIDEO SETTING - Video camera not in steady position; moving randomly.] 
5 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET [unintelligible] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED OBSERVER: ... when you're just doing sixteenths, though-you 
7 do it-? You started off the right foot? 
8 MALE SITTING AT DRUM SET : Like ... 
9 [VIDEO SETTING - [Male sitting at drum set continues playing drum set.] 
10 [Unintelligible] 
11 [VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
12 
13 
14 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
15 
16 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
17 8:28:11AM 
18 SEP 22 2006 
19 [VIDEO SETTING - There are numerous "background" or "in passing" conversations 
20 occurring, but most are indiscernible.] 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [Laughs] Garrett [??] ... 
22 [Unintelligible] 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: [unintelligible] No way, man. 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Dude-if I tripped you, that'd [unintelligible] 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 That would. But .,. 
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UNIDENTIFIED MALE: 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE : 
... dude [??] .. , 
.. , I really wouldn't ... 
[unintelligible] 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .. , like that. 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: 'Cause, then it would be all st-. Goin' straight. And then 
6 you'd just see (unintelligible] ... 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .. , it would. 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: .. , do [unintelligible] [??] 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .,. that's why I'm walkin' behind you, now. 
10 [VIDEO SETTING - unknown person puts fingers in view.] 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: You gonna walk behind me, dude? I'm not gonna trip you, 
12 dude. I'm not gonna trip you. 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 You would trip me. 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: You know, I was thinkin' about it. Actually, I was really 
15 actually gonna do it. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Oh, yeah? 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Then I was like, what's a person .,. [unintelligible] ... 
18 UNIDENTIFIED FEMALES TALKING IN BACKGROUND: [unintelligible] 
19 [VIDEO SETTING - Walking through the school hallway continues. Girl with long 
20 black hair is in video camera's "path." She is standing at school locker. She appears 
21 to be putting books, etc. in the locker.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 That's cool. Hey, look-it's Cassie. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Hey, look ... 1-. I don't ... 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
25 CASSIE: .. , hi. 
.,. hello, Cassie. 
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1 [VIDEO SETTING - "Cassie" continues placing items into locker.] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: [Laughs] I'm getting you on-tape, 'kay? 
3 CASSIE : [No audible response.] 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Say 'hi', please. 
5 CASSIE : Hi. 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 'kay. See ya. Wait. Have you seen Torey? 
CASSIE : Huh uh. [No]. 7 
8 
9 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: He's supposed to meet me here at seven .. , thirty. And 
it's eight nineteen. [PAUSE] He's an hour late. 
10 
11 
12 
13 
[VIDEO SETTING - "Cassie" continues placing items into locker.] 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 You-. You don't even care, do you? 
CASSIE : Not really. 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Okay. [Laughs] Okay. See ya. 
14 CASSIE : [Smiles.] Bye. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Oh, dude-I totally, totally ... totally dude. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .. , totally, dude. I'm gonna go this way. 
17 UNIDENTIFIED: Why would ... 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: .. , wait-. [Unintelligible] there are guys in here. [??] 
19 [VIDEO SETIING - in bathroom, the person holding the video camera can be seen 
20 in mirror, standing opposite. He has very short black-colored hair. He is wearing black 
21 long-sleeved shirt with yellow logo/picture/pattern and black pants. Urinals, stalls, 
22 floor, and drain are included in the "panorama" view. Unidentified male holding 
23 baseball cap walks into the bathroom.] 
24 [VIDEO SETIING - person holding video camera returns to hallway. Goes to 
25 stairway. Goes down the stairs.] 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Watch that cord. You gotta keep up, son. 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: [Unintelligible] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Excuse me? 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: [Unintelligible] 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Excuse me? I didn't hear you. 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: [Unintelligible] 
7 [PAUSE] 
8 [VIDEO SETTING - Continues to walk. Goes up stairs.] 
9 [PAUSE] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 there. 
Uh, let's go back to the library. See if Torey's 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE: All right. 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Hey, look-it's [??] Prescott [??] He's all-. Oh, my 
14 God! 
15 UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
[PAUSE] 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE : 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
[VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
For God's sake, put some pants on, man. 
Aghh ... [unintelligible] 
[Unintelligible] 
Yeah. He's got some explaining to do. 
24 [f 
25 
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1 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
2 
3 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
4 12: 1 0:59PM 
5 SEP 222006 
6 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 sitting alone at a table. He is looking 
7 directly at the video camera. He has notebooks/writing pads in front of him. [AUDIO 
8 SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is making clicking-type sounds.] 
9 Smiling UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 appears in frame. He is smiling. He has a book 
10 open in front of him. There is a Coke® can in front of him as well. 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 A'right. Cool. 
12 [PAUSE] 
13 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 looking at his notebook.] 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [speaking very softly while writing] was planning to [??] 
15 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... September twenty.:. second. 2006. And we're 
17 skipping our fourth hour. We're writing our plan right now ... 
18 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 - styles, adjusts his hair.] 
19 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 - styles, adjusts his hair.] 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: .. , for ... tonight. It's gonna be cool. 
21 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 shakes his head / hair.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: We ... 
23 [UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 gestures presumably for emphasis.] 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: .. , Torey and Brian ... 
25 [VIDEO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice is audible, but what is being said is 
r8.s 
Draper Video Copy 21 May, 2007 - vrS_01_0.lFO Page 24 of 44 
People -v- Adamcik 
1 indiscernible.] 
2 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is simultaneously speaking and 
3 writing] ... 
4 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 is making goofy faces.] 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: And uh .. -
6 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 - lifts the Coke® can to his mouth. 
7 Coke® can sounds as if empty.] 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: We're making our death list right now ... 
9 [UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 looks at UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... for when [??] ... for actually tonight ... 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [in admonishing-sounding tone] ... shhh ... 
12 [SOUNDS LIKE DOOR OPENING/CLOSING] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... Pete's watching us. 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 looks surreptitiously at video 
15 camera.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
18 [PAUSE] 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
20 [PAUSE] 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
.. , Torey and Brian '" 
... he's [??] still watching us. 
[Loud clear voice] Number 'two' is what? 
[No audible response.] 
22 [VIDEO SETTING - both continue to feign studying. UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 turns 
23 a page of textbook.] 
24 [PAUSE] 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 God, this pencil fuckin' sucks. 
9r?6 
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1 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 points to his left.] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [unintelligible] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Huh? 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... [unintelligible] over there ... [unintelligible] I don't 
5 know dude. [Unintelligible.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [unintelligible] 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... he's right there, so ... 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... [unintelligible] can't read this ... [while pointing at his 
9 writing/notebook.] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... he could read it. Well, just close it, I guess. Okay, 
11 do you have Scenario "8" written down? 
~'\ f\ 12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 : Scenario "8" is [unintelligible] 
13 [SOUNDS LIKE DOOR OPENING/CLOSING] 
14 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 erases.] 
15 [VIDEO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice is audible; what he is saying isn't.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... shit. [Unintelligible] Shit. 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Are you serious? 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [PAUSE] Get down. 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Get down? 
20 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 pushes back his chair. Looks down. 
21 Moves textbook to below table-top position; puts forehead on table-top.] 
22 [SOUNDS LIKE WALKING / FOOTSTEPS] 
23 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 picks up notebook and puts near his 
24 face. He whistles. Continues to write.] 
25 [PAUSE] 
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1 [AUDIO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice can be heard-but what he is saying 
2 is indiscernible.] 
3 [PAUSE] 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Shit. 
5 [AUDIO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice can be heard-but what he is saying 
6 is indiscernible.] 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
... that's bad luck if[unintelligible] been [unintelligible] 
[unintelligible] 
9 [VIDEO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice can be heard but all except "bye" is 
10 indiscernible.] 
11 [PAUSE] 
12 [SOUNDS LIKE WALKING I FOOTSTEPS] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
This is our bad luck. 
Our teacher is right in front of us. Shit. 
[Whistles.] 
16 [AUDIO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice can be heard, but what he is saying 
17 is indiscernible.] 
18 [PAUSE] 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
21 [PAUSE] 
Fuck! This is fuckin' [unintelligible] 
[unintelligible] 
22 [AUDIO SETTING - Male adult-sounding voice can be heard laughing. Still in the 
23 background.] 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 He never spends this much time out of the class. [??] 
25 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 scratches head.] 
78~ 
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1 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 appears as if he's visually "tracking" 
2 or watching someone.] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
We're safe. [Laughs] That was a close call. 
[Laughs] 
5 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 straightens his posture.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
10 'E' ... 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
[Unintelligible] 
There's not much goin' on, I know. I'm sorry. 
[Writing] then ... 
Dude-. Hurry up, dude. Are you're gonna do 'C', '0', 
[unintelligible] 
'kay. And if necessary ... an "F." 
\ 
Then we walk past the [??] 
[in admonishing-type tone] Shhh! 
15 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 takes drink from Coke® can.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Yeah-if you're watching this, we're probably 
17 deceased. So, that's pretty creepy. I just thought of that. 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [unintelligible] idiot ... 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Whatever ... 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... fuckin' idiot. 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 A life's a life. That's what happens. 
22 [VIDEO SETIING - table is bumped.] 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [Whistles] 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 You die. 
25 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 reaches his left arm/hand out to the 
1£9 
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1 video camera.] 
2 [PAUSE] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 This documentary should last about twenty minutes. 
4 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 briefly nods his head in affirmative 
5 gesture.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Roughly about [??] that time. 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Twenty ... maybe thirty minutes. 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Uh ... I don't know. 'Cause this tape has already been 
9 used about half-way through. 
tA.,0 10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 No shit? 
f\ 11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah. We'll g-. We'll get more tapes. It's like, five 
12 bucks a tape. 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 What? Five bucks? 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 How long are the tapes? 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 A half an hour. 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 That's it? 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah. 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 These were '" 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... we'll just ... 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... full-sized ... 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... get more tapes. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... tapes? 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah. 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [Unintelligible] 
7;:70 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
9 hour. 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
12 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Yeah. 
Okay. 
We'll just get more tapes. 
Can't you buy 'em longer? 
Uh, you prob-. [Unintelligible] yeah. 
How big are the tapes? 
Like a ... cassette. 
I have a video camera that holds ... forty-five to an 
Yeah, well we'll just get more tapes, dude. 
All right. 
And we'll ... 
... but I ... 
. .. keep these ... 
... wanna keep it on one tape ... 
... tapes like in ... 
... though. 
How 'bout we keep these tapes in like, you know-like 
20 a box, maybe? You know? We like, carry the box. Then we like-. Yeah ... 
21 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 - yawns. Writing while speaking.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: ... Cassie and Matt ... 
23 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
Brian ... 24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... our plan is supposed to-. To happen tonight. So 
7''1/ 
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1 hopefully, nothing will go wrong. Everything will go ... smoothly. And we can get our f-
2 first kill done. Get started. And we can go on. 
3 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 taps the table.] 
4 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 gestures with interlaced fingers, 
5 towards video camera. He makes clicking sound.] 
6 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 taps the table. Sits back.] 
7 [PAUSE] 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 [tapes pen/pencil on table.] 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
16 with hand.] 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 nine failures ... like we have. 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 : 
This is fuckin' great. 
For you ... future serial killers watching this tape 
[Laughs] 
I don't know what to say ... 
... i-i-it's ... [Gestures "OK" with hands.] 
... good luck with that. [Gestures "OK" with hand.] 
... really fun [unintelligible] Good luck. [Gestures "OK" 
Hopefully, you don't have to go through eight ... or 
Yeah. We've prob'ly tried maybe ten times. But they've 
20 never ... been home alone, so ... 
... or if they have, their parents show-up. 21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 As long as we're patient, you know? And ... we were 
23 patient, now we're gettin' paid off. 'Cause our victim's home alone. So we got our ... 
24 our plan all worked-out now, so-. I'm sorry. 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: ... [unintelligible] 
Z1:L 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... I-I'm sorry, Cassie's family. But ... she had to be the 
2 one. 
3 [BACKGROUND: SOUNDS LIKE CELL PHONE TONES RINGING] 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: We have to stick with the plan. And she's perfect, so ... 
5 she's gonna die. [Laughs] [unintelligible] house prob'ly ... and we have a new victim 
6 now. Her name is Miranda Chacon. [??] She ... 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
... she's just a bitch, so ... 
... told ... 
... we gotta kill her. 
.. , me to be quiet. And to ... 
[Laughs] 
... sh ... shut up. So now she's dead. 
[Laughs] that may be fucked-up [??] That's fine. [??] 
We ... 
.,. [unintelligible] 
yep. 
I ... that girl. 
[unintelligible] Torey? 
[unintelligible] that girl. 
I wanted to say that, too. And how, l've ... 
21 [AUDIO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 whistles.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
23 stuff. 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
... always wanted to make my mark on the world and 
Mmhm. 
And this is a good way to do it. 
99 3 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 We've gotta kill all those fuckin' wanksters and 
2 Mormons out there. 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I know. [Laughs] Combined with my love of horror 
4 movies with my love ... wanting to be-you know-be popular. Famous . 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
... you wanna be popular? 
No. You, you know, like ... 
... ohh ... 
... they talk about me. Everybody knows my name. 
9 Like, Erik-. Erik Harris and ... Dylan Klebold. They're ... 
10 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 whistles.] 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... really famous, now. And their ... their massacre 
12 lasted forty-five minutes. A-and ours is prob'ly gonna last, like ... 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... a month-? 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 .. , two weeks ... 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 .. , what happened? Really-only two weeks? 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Well, it ju-. It just depends if we're smart or not. If-. 
17 [unintelligible] 
18 UNIDENTIFI ED MALE #2 [unintelligible] 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I think we'll get about ... maybe eight kills. 
20 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is holding pen, moving towards 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1's arm in [what appears to be a] joking manner.j 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
What the hell're you doin'? 
I'm thinking ... I'd like, oh, at least twenty. 
Twenty kills? 
That's a lot of kills, I know. 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
6 it would. But, we need guns ... 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
That's a lot of people to kill. 
But, there's a lot of people at this party. 
I agree. [Laughs] I agree. 
I think the perfect ending would be a school shoot-out. 
That would be the perfect-. The perfect ending. Yes, 
... that would just jack-up our ... 
'" yeah . 
... kills so ... 
'" that's ... 
... much. 
... true. It would. 
[unintelligible] can kill twenty people like that. 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 gestures as if looking through gun 
15 scope. He makes gunshot sounds.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
I mean, how hard could it be? Bang. 
Boom. [Points at his own head.] 
One person's dead. 
[Laughs] Bang. 
Scatter. Bang-bang-bang. Three people dead. Bang-
21 bang-bang. Three more. By the time there's no more ... they all scatter so we can't 
22 shoot any more. Prob'ly we'd be out of ammo or ... 
... then we'll just kill ourselves. 23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Just one bullet. That's all I'm saving [unintelligible] 
It's just that easy. 
?'lb~ 
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1 [AUDIO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 whistles.] 
It's just that easy. You know? 2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Actually-. Actually, before I die, I wanna get stabbed 
4 once. Just to know what it feels like. 
5 [VIDEO SETTING - Brian fidgeting with pen.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
[nods/gestures "yes"] 
... you should stab me once ... 
[laughs] 
... and then I'll shoot myself in the head. 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 It shall be done. I think ... we should go like this ... you 
11 know? 
12 [VIDEO SETTING - both UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 and UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 make hand gestures pointing "gun" at each other's heads.] 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: One, two, pull. 
15 [VIDEO SETTING - Video and audio distortion.] 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
... try like ... to back-out at the last second. 
Yeah. 
[unintelligible] 
[unintelligible] me, chasing her through the house. And 
20 ... Torey ... cuts ... 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... well, it could be me. 
22 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 fidgeting with pen.] 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Eh-. That won't look right-a short person as me, 
24 chasing Kirsten. [??] 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Eh ... we'll see. 
176 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 houses than you, so ... 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
My abs are so sore. 
Well-. Well, I'm better at-you know? At breaking into 
I know. 
Three-piece! 
6 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' What's up? 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Shouldn't you be in class? Sir? 
8 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' I'm goin' to use the 
9 restroom. 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Well, we're taping a documentary right now. 
11 [VIDEO SETTING - person can be viewed on left of screen momentarily, looking 
12 directly into video camera.] 
13 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' Oh, sorry. [unintelligible] 
14 [unintelligible] 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Oh, naw. No, it's cool. It's cool. We-. We're just 
16 documenting [??] you know, just for school-. For school projects. I guess s '" 1-. 
17 Well-. 
18 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 turns and looks at UNIDENTIFIED 
19 MALE #2.] 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Well, I guess you'd call it a project, right? 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Yeah. 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [Laughs] .. , what the hell are you guys doing? 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 That actually fits ... quite nice. 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yes, it does. [PAUSE] 
25 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [unintelligible] 
9?? 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: So how's it goin'? 
2 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' It's goin' pretty good. How 
3 about yourself? You playin' soccer? 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: No, not this year. I decided to ... not play soccer this 
5 year. I have more important things to do. 
Much more important. 6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 A lot more important. So .,. I'm not playing soccer. And 
8 you're on JV. I think it ... 
9 UNIDENTIFIED: [No audible response.] 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... really, you're on varsity? 
11 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' : [No audible response.] 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I'm supposed to go to the game ... tomorrow. But I 
13 might not go. 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
What game? 
Foosball. 
Do you wanna go? 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 I go with my Grandpa. That's right after [unintelligible] 
18 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... is it ... sophomore ... 
20 MALE NICKNAMED 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT' So you're taking 
21 [unintelligible] classes? 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 No. 
23 [AUDIO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 whistles.] 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Just not playing soccer. {Unintelligible] I know. 
25 [Laughs] it's terrible. What the hell you doin'? Go behind our camera, now. For all you 
~F 
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1 viewers, this is ... Three-piece-and-bis-. Three-piece-and-biscuit.' 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: [Laugh] 
3 [VIDEO SETTING - MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT is 
4 crouching down and is positioned between UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 and 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2. He has his forehead on table, appearing to be looking at 
6 the floor. At this point, MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT is only 
7 viewed from the top of his shoulders.] 
8 [Laughs] 
[Laughs] ... inside joke. 9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
10 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 That's his name, though. And he plays ... Foosball. 
11 MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT : [unintelligible] 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: And he stopped-. He stopped to say "hi." [Laughs] 
13 [VIDEO SETTING - MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT lifts head 
14 and looks at video camera.] 
15 MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: [Laughs] ... what-the-fuck? 
17 MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Okay. 
... hello. 
[Laughs] 
19 MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT gets up from crouched position 
20 to-presumably-kneeling position. All three persons are now at "same" level 
21 position, although he is kneeling and the other two are sitting. MALE NICKNAMED 
22 'THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT has his left elbow resting on table. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Yep. 
24 [VIDEO SETTING - MALE NICKNAMED THREE-PIECE-AND-BISCUIT has his 
25 two hands around his throat. Mimics being strangled. He leans back in his chair. 
979: 
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1 Makes choking sounds.] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Uh ... 
[Laughs] 
S-. Um ... stay tuned. Hold on. 
5 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 gets up from chair. Moves towards 
6 video camera.] 
7 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
8 
9 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
10 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
11 12:27:29PM 
12 SEP 22 2006 
13 [VIDEO SETTING - only UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 in view. He appears to be 
14 chewing gum. Notebook is in front of him on table. There are crumpled-up pieces of 
15 small-sized papers on table in front of other chair.] 
16 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is not initially in view.] 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: 'kay. We are sorry for the inconvenience. 
18 [VIDEO SETTING - Video camera position moves slightly.] 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: 'kay. We're back. Sorry for that little thing. That's kind 
20 of not ... planned. But uh, you know ... shit happens. 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
You sounded kind of gay, there. 
Really? 
'Sorry for that ... little thing ... ' 
[Laughs] ... o-kay. 
25 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 appears to be unwrapping something 
/OOCJ 
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1 smaiL] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: At least he brought us candy. 
3 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 attempts to take-assumed to be-
4 candy from UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 . UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 pulls away.] 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 is. 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
That's my [unintelligible], dude! 
[Laughs] ... now you know what kind of person Brian 
Hey-come on. 
9 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 leans to his right, momentarily out of 
;\ 10 screen-view.] 
\0V \ 11 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 I like the way that Scenario 'B' ends. 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 appears to be writing.] And ... we ... kill ... her. 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: That's a good way to en-. 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - he points at video camera for emphasis.] ... to end it. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: Mm hm. [Yes.] 
16 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 picks tooth/teeth.] 
17 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 chewing.] 
Okay. Scenario "C". 18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
19 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 For those of you, planning to make a movie about-. 
20 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ABRUPTLY ENDS MID-SENTENCE. SCREEN-CAPTURE 
21 TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON VIDEO AT TIME OF ENDING: 
22 12:28:37PM 
23 SEP 22 2006.] 
24 
25 
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1 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS MID SENTENCE. } 
2 
3 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
4 12:54:07PM 
5 SEP 22 2006 
6 [VIDEO SETTING - blue school-type locker. Wall-mounted drinking fountain is to the 
7 right of locker. Coke® can is placed on drinking fountain. Initially, locker in view. 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is viewed and is positioned on the left of screen.] 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: ... assigned to ... me-. S-Sorry. a-our locker. 
10 [PAUSE] Got my Halloween stuff ... 
11 [VIDEO SETTING - video camera view zooms to posters hanging on inside of locker 
12 door.] 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 .. , pretty fuckin' sweet, isn't it? 
14 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 My trench coat. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 [mimics deep-sounding voice] ... isn't it? 
16 [VIDEO SETTING - video camera moves to right, locker no longer in view. Drinking 
17 fountain only item in-view, but focus is blurry.] 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Yeah, it's [unintelligible} sweet. Got my smokes ... 
19 here. 
20 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 removes then replaces a pack of 
21 cigarettes from pocket of a coat that's in the locker.] 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2: Well, I'm goin' to lunch. 
23 [VIDEO SETTING - appears as if UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 closes the locker door. 
24 [AUDIO SETTING - various voices, sounds of lockers closing, persons walking by 
25 all can be heard.] 
/oo.fL 
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1 [VIDEO SETTING - video camera moves to focus on a teenaged-boy with red t-
2 shirt, white shorts and black runner-styled "leggings."] 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1: Look at those little legs. 
4 [VIDEO SETTING - video camera zooms to show part of shorts and the runner-
5 styled leggings.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 What a fag. 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 [Laughs] 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 Let's go. 
9 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS] 
10 
11 
12 
13 [NEXT VIDEO SEGMENT BEGINS] 
14 [VIDEO SETTING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 and UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 seated 
15 at table, with small papers crumpled-up in front of UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1. 
16 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 has notebook in front of him and he is holding pen. 
17 SCREEN-CAPTURE TIME AND DATE AS SHOWN ON THE VIDEO: 
18 12:29:03PM 
19 SEP 222006 
20 [SIMULTANEOUS TALKING] 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... 'cause we'll ... 
22 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... this is me ... 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... prob'ly be dead ... 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... [unintelligible] giving you my .. , 
25 [VIDEO SETTING - Table on which the video camera is positioned seems to be 
/oc>,3 
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1 bumped or hit.] 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 ... my 0-.... 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 ... obituary? 
4 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 No. 
5 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 Your information? 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 My-. 
7 [VIDEO SETTING - appears as UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 is searching for a word.] 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
What? 
Giving you the right ... to copy me with a character that 
10 looks like me. Cause, I know in Hollywood they usually have people complain they 
11 can't have people ... 
12 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
13 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
. .. oh, yeah ... 
... looking like the real thing ... 
14 [VIDEO SETIING - UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 nods his head as if in agreement. 
15 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
16 in the movie. And I ... 
17 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
18 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
19 look like me. 
20 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
21 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
22 my parents' choice. It's mine. 
23 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
24 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
25 as a back-up. [PAUSE] Huh. 
I don't care. It's my body. I get to choose ... how I look 
... well said. 
... want you to look just like him-. The character to 
Well said. Well said. 
So if my parents are like: no, you can't do that. It's not 
Say: ruck them. And then just do it. [Laughs] 
It's-. And if they try and sue you-you use this tape 
/cPo.<; 
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1 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
2 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
3 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
Yeah. 
They can't do it. 
Yep. I hear ya. I'm the same way, 'kay? 
4 [AUDIO SETIING - BOTH UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 and UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
5 are randomly "tapping" or striking pen/pencil on table.] 
6 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
7 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
8 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #2 
9 UNIDENTIFIED MALE #1 
... scenario ... 
... about this I??] ... 
... "C." 
How about ... Matt ... arrives [unintelligible] um ... at 
\ 10 the same time as Cassie. [Unintelligible] ... how about, we-. We hide inside the-. 
11 [THIS VIDEO SEGMENT ENDS ABRUPTLY MID-SENTENCE.] 
12 
13 
14 
15 [VIDEO SETTING - Black screen appears. Upper right-hand corner screen-capture 
16 shows a blue rectangle with red dot. Within this upper-right blue rectangle, it shows 
17 "REG PAUSE" which appears for only a fraction of a second. "REG PAUSE" then 
18 immediately replaced by "REGORD". About two-thirds of the way below the blue 
19 rectangle, there is a red "bar" with a blue "dot" at the far left of red bar. Immediately 
20 under the red "bar" is a yellow rectangle. Within that yellow rectangle, it shows time 
21 of: 00:31 :00. Just to the right of the red "bar" there is another smaller-than-above-
22 noted blue rectangle. Within this blue rectangle it shows time of: 01 :03:03. As DVD is 
23 viewed, or "played" a "fade-outlfade-in" occurs. During this fade-outlfade-in the time 
24 within the yellow rectangle progresses to 00:31 :04, second-by-second. Next the 
25 screen shows background of grey/white with vertical red uneven stripes There is a 
/ L'o 6"" 
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1 blue rectangle with small square symbol and the word "STOP'. Screen then shows: 
2 CAM1 
3 05.03:05 00:31 :08 M1 
4 Empty title. 
5 
6 Remainder of time elapses, but above-described screen remains. No further audio or 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
Defendant appeared before the Court for Challenges for Cause regarding the Jury 
Questionnaires previously completed in Twin Falls County and pursuant to State's Fifth 
Motion In Limine and Defendant's Fifth Response on this 23rd day of May, 2007, with 
counsel Bron Rammell and Greg May. Mark L. Hiedeman, Bannock County 
Prosecuting Attorney, and Vic A. Pearson, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, appeared 
on behalf of the State. Vicki Rice, Victim/Witness coordinator, also appeared. 
At the outset the Court received oral argument of respective counsel regarding 
State's Fifth Motion In Limine to Exclude certain information and the Motion in Limine 
was Granted and Denied and/or Taken Under Advisement as follows: 
Regarding #1 -DVD entitled "Movie", a copy marked State's Pretrial Exhibit #1 
marked and taken under advisement. 
Regarding #2 Anticipated knife study photographs to be produced May 21,2007, 
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and and #3 Transcription of Draper videotape prepared by Kelly Harms were 
WITHDRA WN as the State indicated they had been received. 
The State moved that testimony of the following expert witnesses be excluded as 
no written statements regarding their opinions and expected statements. 
Regarding #4, 5, 6, and 8 the State received Curriculum Vitae for Rudi Reit, Dr. 
Edward Leis, Mark Klingler, and orally moved to exclude these expert witnesses from 
testifying. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED regarding experts, Reit, Leis, Klingler, and 
Brockholm, written reports shall be prepared and submitted to the State as the State is 
entitled to have a written synopsis of expert defense witnesses testimony or opinions. 
Same shall be supplied to the State no later than Tuesday, May 29, 2007. 
The State advised shirt and gloves previously used by defense to laboratory all but 
shirt and gloves have been returned and same have not been returned to the State. 
Thereafter Jury selection commenced. The Court noting approximately 240 
Questionnaires were filled out by proposed jurors from Twin Falls County. 
State passed the panel for cause; however, reserving challenges for cause and 
peremptory challenges in this stage of the process. 
Defendant's counsel thereafter challenged for cause and the following were 
excused: 
Bothof, Abbe Elaine 
Bowman,David Michael 
Burgoyne, Gary 
Burr, Robert 
Butterfield, Evone 
Condie, Christopher 
Cutler, Shawna 
Davidson, Heather 
#1555 
#1483 
#1143 
#1144 
#1796 
#1043 
#1635 
#1482 
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JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
Deahl, Ross A. 
Devine, Dawn Rose 
Drown, Maxine 
Gerard, Charles K 
Hansen, Anna Marie 
Hoadley, Lori 
Holloway, Leslie 
Johnston, Joyce Ann 
Kestie, Howard 
Lewis, John W. 
McLean, Leigh Donald 
Lucas, Melanie 
Montgomery, Bryan 
Meter, Lukas 
Nelson, Clams Dale 
Nelson, Kevin B. 
Paiz, Daniel 
Peterson, Steven 
Pilkington, Sara 
Proctor, Deborah 
Rowe, Marilyn 
Savage, Justine M. 
Stansell, Deanne 
Sterner, ShaUll 
Thomas, Gregory 
Williams, Brenda 
Williams, Vincent: 
#1648 
#1401 
#1534 
#1625 
#1291 
#1653 
#1198 
#1591 
#1311 
#1078 
#1756 
#1171 
#1211 
#1554 
#1029 
#1758 
#1025 
#1237 
#1760 
#1780 
#1403 
#1077 
#1413 
#1667 
#1378 
#1283 
#1034 
The following were challenged: 
Royce Abernathy 
Rocky Adams 
Bradley Bolton 
Abbe Elaine Bothef 
David Bowman 
Gary Burgoyne 
Robert. Burr 
Brandon R. Burton 
Evone Butterfield 
Daniel Carlson 
Melvin Carnell 
Choate 
Amanda Cliff 
Christopher Condi e 
Shawna Cutler 
1017 
1726 
1196 
1555 
1483 
1143 
1144 
1223 
1796 
1389 
1142 
1130 
1107 
1043 
1635 
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mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROREXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
JUROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROREXCUSED 
mROREXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
mROR EXCUSED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - GRANTED mROR EXCUSED 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - GRANTED - Stipulated 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - W/DRA WN 
Challenge - GRANTED - Stipulated 
Challenge -- WITHDRAWN 
Challenge -- DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Heather Jo Davidson 1482 Challenge - GRANTED 
Ross Allen Deahl 1648 Challenge - GRANTED 
Dawn Rose Devine 1401 Challenge - GRANTED 
Maxine Drown 1534 Challenge - GRANTED 
Ryan M. Franklin 1491 Challenge -DENIED 
Marge Garey 1134 Challenge - DENIED 
Charles K. Gerard 1625 Challenge - GRANTED 
Anna Marie Hansen 1291 Challenge - GRANTED 
Erney Haner 1206 Challenge - DENIED 
Lani Dee Hardy 1135 Challenge - DENIED 
Jessica Henstock 1448 Challenge - DENIED 
Lori Hoadley 1653 Challenge - GRANTED 
Marcia Hoffman 1424 Challenge - DENIED 
Leslie Holloway 1198 Challenge - GRANTED 
Court recessed for Noon and parties advised to reconvene at 1 :00 P.M. 
At 1 :00 P.m. Court reconvened with all parties present. 
\ Joyce Ann Johnston 1591 Challenge - GRANTED 
\ Howard Kestie 1311 Challenge - GRANTED 
Kaysee L. Kimmell 1054 Challenge - DENIED 
John Lewis 1078 Challenge -- GRANTED 
Leigh Donald McLean 1756 Challenge - GRANTED 
Melanie DeniceLucas 1171 Challenge - GRANTED 
Deborah McMillan 1203 Challenge - DENIED 
Bryan Montgomery 1211 Challenge - GRANTED 
Lukas S. Meter 1554 Challenge - GRANTED - STIPULATED 
Clarus Nelson 1029 Challenge - GRANTED 
Kevin B. Nelson 1758 Challenge - GRANTED 
Daniel Paiz 1025 Challenge - GRANTED 
Steven Peterson 1237 Challenge - GRANTED 
Sara Pilkington 1760 Challenge - GRANTED 
Debbie Phillips 1272 Challenge - DENIED 
Deborah Proctor 1780 Challenge - GRANTED 
Marilyn May Rowe 1403 Challenge - GRANTED 
Adriana Sanchez 1214 Challenge -- DENIED 
Justine Savage 1077 Challenge - GRANTED 
Chad D. Scott 1453 Challenge - DENIED 
Kenny Sirucek 1547 Challenge - DENIED 
Robert Roy Skeen 1096 Challenge - Withdrawn 
Deanne Stansell 1413 Challenge - GRANTED 
Jentvie Stearns 1509 Challenge - DENIED 
Shaun Sterner 1667 Challenge - GRANTED 
Miles M. Steward 1346 Challenge - DENIED 
Mitchell Theurer 1743 Challenge - DENIED 
Case No.CR2006-17984FE-AA 
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Gregory W. Thomas 
Mark C. Thomson 
Vemice Tucker 
Elwood Vedvig 
Brent C. Whithead 
Brenda K. Williams 
Vincent Williams 
Margaret E. Winsryg 
l378 
1299 
1091 
1416 
l354 
1283 
1034 
1449 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - DENIED 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - GRANTED 
Challenge - DENIED 
The Court thereafter advised jury selection in the above entitled matter will 
continue Wednesday, May 30,2007, at 9:00 a.m., Twin Falls County Courthouse, Twin 
Falls, Idaho. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant is REMANDED to the custody of the 
Bannock County Sheriff with NO BAIL. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 23rd day of May, 2007. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron ThompsonIBron Rammell 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Bannock County Court Marshal - Carrie Zitterkopft 
Linda Wright, Twin Falls Trial Court Administrator 
Jerri Wooley, Twin Falls Jury Commissioner 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
MARK L. HIEDEMAN 
BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. Box P 
IDAHO FALLS, Idaho 83405-1219-0050 
(208) 236-7280 
VIC A. PEARSON 158#6429 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
i ~ - ',_~ 
; i ~:: f j >;: 1 
~. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
CASE NO. CR-06-17984-FE-
TWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: BRON M. RAMMELL, DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, Pocatello, Idaho, Attorney for the 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through VIC A. PEARSON, 
Assistant Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Bannock, Idaho, 
and supplements its response to Defendant's Request for Discovery as follows: 
RESPONSE NO.4: The following is a list of documents and tangible objects that 
may used at the time of trial: Please see CD containing Dr. Garrison's Power Point 
Presentation on his knife wound study attached hereto and incorporated by 
reference. 
RESPONSE - Page 1 
The State reserves the right to supplement this response upon receipt of evidence 
not currently in our possession. 
DATED this ;]tf day of May, 2007. 
VIC A. PEARSON 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this a Vj day of May, 2007, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing TWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR DISCOVERY was delivered to the following: 
BRON M. RAMMELL 
DIAL MAY & RAMMELL 
POBOX 370 
POCATELLO, 10 83204-0370 
RESPONSE - Page 2 
[ ] mail-
postage prepaid 
[X] hand delivery 
[ ] facsimile 234-2961 
VIC A. PEARSON 
MARK L. HIEDEMAN 
BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P. O. BOXP 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-0050 
(208) 236-7280 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-06-17984-FE-AA-C 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
----------------------------) 
Plaintiff respectfully requests the Court to give to the Jury the following Jury 
Instruction numbered 1 through 22. 
DATED this ~ day of May, 2007. 
VIC A. PEARSON 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Bannock County, Idaho 
I(//~ 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
J~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this ~ day of May, 2007, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS was delivered to the 
following: 
BRON M. RAMMELL 
DIAL MAY & RAMMELL 
POBOX 370 
POCATELLO, ID 83204-0370 
[ ] mail -
postage prepaid [«1 hand delivery 
M facsimile 234-2961 
VIC A. PEARSON 
/~/'1 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 1 
Now that you have been sworn as jurors to try this case, I want to go over with you what 
will be happening. I will describe how the trial will be conducted and what we will be doing. At 
the end of the trial, I will give you more detailed guidance on how you are to reach your 
decision. 
Because the state has the burden of proof, it goes first. After the state's opening 
statement, the defense may make an opening statement, or may wait until the state has 
presented its case. 
The state will offer evidence that it says will support the charge(s) against the defendant. 
The defense may then present evidence, but is not required to do so. If the defense does 
present evidence, the state may then present rebuttal evidence. This is evidence offered to 
answer the defense's evidence. 
After you have heard all the evidence, I will give you additional instructions on the law. 
After you have heard the instructions, the state and the defense will each be given time for 
closing arguments. In their closing arguments, they will summarize the evidence to help you 
understand how it relates to the law. Just as the opening statements are not evidence, neither 
are the closing arguments. After the closing arguments, you will leave the courtroom together 
to make your decision. During your deliberations, you will have with you my instructions, the 
exhibits admitted into evidence and any notes taken by you in court. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
b , 
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PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 2 
This criminal case has been brought by the State of Idaho. I will sometimes refer to the 
state as the prosecution. The state is represented at this trial by the prosecuting attorney, 
MARK L. HIEDEMAN and VIC A. PEARSON. The defendant, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, is 
represented by a lawyer, BRON M. RAMMELL. 
The defendant is charged by the State of Idaho with violation of law. The charge 
against the defendant is contained in the Information. The clerk shall read the Information and 
\j 
(j\:. state the defendant's plea. 
\ 
The Information is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 
I.C. § 19-2101 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
/ CJ /.6 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
Under our law and system of justice, the defendant is presumed to be innocent. The 
presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the state has the burden of proving the defendant guilty. The state has that 
burden throughout the trial. The defendant is never required to prove his innocence, nor does 
the defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the state must prove the alleged crime beyond a reasonable doubt. A 
reasonable doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. It is a doubt based on reason and 
common sense. It is the kind of doubt which would make an ordinary person hesitant to act in 
the most important affairs of his or her own life. If after considering all the evidence you have a 
reasonable doubt about the defendant's guilt, you must find the defendant not guilty. 
Taylor v Kentucky, 436 U.S. 478 (1977) 
Holland v United States, 348 U.S. 121,75 S.Ct. 127,99 LEd. 150 (1954) 
State v Taylor, 76 Idaho 358,362,283 P.2d 582, 585 (1955). 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified /.1) '7 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 4 
Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my instructions to 
those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In so doing, you must follow my instructions 
regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or should be, or what either side may state 
the law to be. You must consider them as a whole, not picking out one and disregarding 
others. The order in which the instructions are given has no significance as to their relative 
importance. The law requires that your decision be made solely upon the evidence before you. 
Neither sympathy nor prejudice should influence you in your deliberations. Faithful 
performance by you of these duties is vital to the administration of justice. 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in this trial. This 
evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits offered and received, and any 
stipulated or admitted facts. The production of evidence in court is governed by rules of law. 
At times during the trial, an objection may be made to a question asked a witness, or to a 
witness' answer, or to an exhibit. This simply means that I am being asked to decide a 
particular rule of law. Arguments on the admissibility of evidence are designed to aid the Court 
and are not to be considered by you nor affect your deliberations. If I sustain an objection to a 
question or to an exhibit, the witness may not answer the question or the exhibit may not be 
considered. Do not attempt to guess what the answer might have been or what the exhibit 
might have shown. Similarly, if I tell you not to consider a particular statement or exhibit you 
should put it out of your mind, and not refer to it or rely on it in your later deliberations. 
During the trial I may have to talk with the parties about the rules of law which should 
apply in this case. Sometimes we will talk here at the bench. At other times I will excuse you 
from the courtroom so that you can be comfortable while we work out any problems. Your are 
not to speculate about any such discussions. They are necessary from time to time and help 
the trial run more smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," "direct evidence" 
and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. You are to consider all the 
evidence admitted in this trial. 
However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the sole judges of 
the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what weight you attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You bring with you 
to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your lives. In your everyday affairs 
you determine for yourselves whom you believe, what you believe, and how much weight you 
attach to what you are told. The same considerations that you use in your everyday dealings in 
making these decisions are the considerations which you should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not make your decision simply because more 
witnesses may have testified one way than the other. Your role is to think about the testimony 
of each witness you heard and decide how much you believe of what the witness had to say. 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give an opinion on that 
matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you should consider the 
qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons given for the opinion. You are not 
bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if any, to which you deem it entitled. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 5 
If during the trial I may say or do anything which suggests to you that I am inclined to 
favor the claims or position of any party, you will not permit yourself to be influenced by any 
such suggestion. I will not express nor intend to express, nor willi intend to intimate, any 
opinion as to which witnesses are or are not worthy of belief; what facts are or are not 
established; or what inferences should be drawn from the evidence. If any expression of mine 
\~ seems to indicate an opinion relating to any of these matters, I instruct you to disregard it. 
, 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 6 
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject must 
not in any way affect your verdict. If you find the defendant guilty, it will be my duty to 
determine the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 7 
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain date. If you 
find the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was committed on that precise 
date. 
I. C. § 19-1414 
State v Mundell, 66 Idaho 297, 158 P.2d 818 (1945) 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 8 
It is important that as jurors and officers of this court you obey the following instructions 
at any time you leave the jury box, whether it be for recesses of the court during the dayor---
when you leave the courtroom to go home at night. 
First, do not talk about this case either among yourselves or with anyone else during the 
course of the trial. You should keep an open mind throughout the trial and not form or express 
an opinion about the case. You should only reach your decision after you have heard all the 
evidence, after you have heard my final instruction and after the final arguments. You may 
discuss this case with the other members of the jury only after it is submitted to you for your 
decision. All such discussion should take place in the jury room. 
Second, do no let any person talk about this case in your presence. If anyone does talk 
about it, tell him or her you are a juror on the case. If they won't stop talking, report that to the 
bailiff as soon as you are able to do so. You should not tell any of your fellow jurors about what 
has happened. 
Third, during this trial do not talk with any of the parties, their lawyers or any witnesses. 
By this, I mean not only do not talk about the case, but do not talk at all, even to pass the time 
of day. In no other way can all parties be assured of the fairness they are entitled to expect 
from you as jurors. 
Fourth, during this trial do not make any investigation of this case or inquiry outside of 
the courtroom on your own. Do not go any place mentioned in the testimony without an explicit 
order from me to do so. You must not consult any books, dictionaries, encyclopedias or any 
other source of information unless I specifically authorize you to do so. 
/ C),2.1 
r 
Fifth, do not read about the case in the newspapers. Do not listen to radio or television 
broadcasts about the trial. You must base your verdict solely on what is presented in court and 
not upon any newspaper, radio, television or other account of what may have happened. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 9 
If you wish, you may take notes to help you remember what witnesses said. If you do 
take notes, please keep them to yourself until you and your fellow jurors go to the jury room to 
decide the case. You should not let note taking distract you so that you do not hear other 
answers by witnesses. When you leave at night, please leave your notes in the jury room. 
If you do not take notes, you should rely on your own memory of what was said and not 
be overly influenced by the notes of other jurors. In addition, you cannot assign to one person 
the duty of taking notes for all of you. 
I.c. § 19-2203. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 10 
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct you as to the 
law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow some and 
ignore others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for some of the rules, you 
are bound to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell you, it is my 
instruction that you must follow. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 11 
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply those 
facts to the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the evidence 
presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. What 
they say in their opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is 
included to help you interpret the evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as 
you remember them differ from the way the lawyers have stated them, follow 
your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or which you have been instructed 
to disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the court was not in session. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 12 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They are part 
of the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them or mark on them in any 
way. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific instructions. 
There mayor may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. If there is, you should not 
concern yourselves about such gap. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 13 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you as a presiding juror, who will preside 
over your deliberations. It is that person's duty to see that discussion is orderly; that the issues 
submitted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed; and that every juror has a chance to 
express himself or herself upon each question. 
In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. When you all arrive at a verdict, the 
presiding juror will sign it and you will return it into open court. 
Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by compromise. 
If, after considering all of the instructions in their entirety, and after having fully 
discussed the evidence before you, the jury determines that it is necessary to communicate 
with me, you may send a note by the bailiff. You are not to reveal to me or anyone else how 
the jury stands until you have reached a verdict or unless you are instructed by me to do so. 
A verdict form suitable to any conclusion you may reach will be submitted to you with 
these instructions. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 14 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the Defendant in this case, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
has entered a not guilty plea to and is charged by an Information by MARK L HIEDEMAN, 
Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Bannock, State of Idaho with the crime of 1 
COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-4001-02-03(a), and 1 COUNT 
CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code 
§§18-4001-02-03(a) and §18-1701, which crimes were alleged to have been committed as 
follows, to wit: 
COUNT 1 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
That the said TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, in the County of Bannock, State of 
Idaho, on or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006, did willfully, unlawfully, 
deliberately, with premeditation and with malice aforethought, kill and murder Cassie 
Stoddart, a human being, by purchasing knives and stabbing Cassie Stoddart from which the 
victim died in Bannock County, Idaho. 
COUNT 2 
CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
That the said TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, in the County of Bannock, State of 
Idaho, on or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006, did willfully and knowingly, 
combine and conspire with BRIAN LEE DRAPER to commit the crime of MURDER IN THE 
FIRST DEGREE, an offense prescribed by the laws of the State of Idaho, Idaho Code 
§18-4001-02-03(a) 
Overt Acts 
1. On or about the 29th and/or 30th days of August, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK, did purchase and/or receive knives that were used in the commission 
of the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
2. On or about the 21 st and/or 22nd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK, did travel to the residence located at 11372 Whispering Cliffs, 
Pocatello, Bannock County, Idaho, with Brian Lee Draper to commit the murder of 
Cassie Stoddart. 
/0.30 
3. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK did retrieve from a vehicle a change of clothes, mask, and murder 
weapons which were used in the commission of the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
4. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK did lie in wait in the downstairs portion of the residence located at 11372 
Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, Bannock County, Idaho, in preparation of committing 
the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the Statute in such case in said 
State made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Information on file 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
1~·3 / 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 15 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Murder, the state must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or between the 22nd and 23fd days of September, 2006 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK engaged in conduct which caused the 
death of Cassie Jo Stoddart, 
4. the defendant acted without justification or excuse, and 
5. with malice aforethought. 
If you find that the state has failed to prove any of the above, then you must find the 
defendant not guilty of Murder. If you find that all of the above have been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt then you must [find the defendant guilty of murder] [decide if the defendant is 
guilty of first degree Murder]. 
IDJI704 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 16 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of First Degree Murder, the state must prove that 
the murder: 
was perpetrated by lying in wait]; [or 
was a willful, deliberate, and premeditated killing. Premeditation means to consider 
beforehand whether to kill or not to kill, and then to decide to kill. There does not have to be 
any appreciable period of time during which the decision to kill was considered, as long as it 
was reflected upon before the decision was made. A mere unconsidered and rash impulse, 
even though it includes an intent to kill, it not premeditation. 
If you unanimously agree that the state has proven any of the above special 
circumstance[s] beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find the defendant guilty of first 
degree murder. If you unanimously agree that [none of] the special circumstance[s] has been 
proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the defendant guilty of second degree 
murder. 
All other murder is murder of the second degree. 
State v Tribe, Sup. Ct. No. 16936, reheard by the Idaho Supreme Court on May 13,1992. 
Schad v Arizona, _ U.S. _, 111 S.Ct. 2491, 115 L.Ed.2d 555 (1991). 
I.C. § 18-4003 
I.C. § 18-4001 
State v Lankford, 116 Idaho 860,866,781 P.2d 197, 203 (1989). 
State v Olin, 111 Idaho 516,519,725 P.2d 801, 840 (Ct. App. 1986). 
State v Windsor, 110 Idaho 410, 716P.2d 1182(1986) 
State v Paradis, 106 Idaho 117,676 P.2d 31 (1984). 
State v Pizzuto, 119 Idaho 742,810 P.2d 680 (1991) 
Sivak v State, 112 Idaho 197,731 P.2d 192 (1987) 
State v Fetterly, 109 Idaho 766,710 P.2d 1202 (1985) 
State v Hokenson, 96 Idaho 283,527 P.2d 487 (1974) 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 17 
Malice may be express or implied. It is express when there is manifested a deliberate 
intention unlawfully to take away the life of a fellow creature. It is implied when no considerable 
provocation appears, or when the circumstances attending the killing show an abandoned and 
malignant heart. 
I.C. §18-4002 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 18 
Malice aforethought exists when: 
1. The evidence shows that the defendant deliberately intended to kill another human 
being without legal justification or excuse; or 
2. The defendant intentionally engaged in conduct dangerous to another under 
circumstances which demonstrated an extreme indifference to the value of human life; or 
3. The defendant deliberately intended to kill as a result of provocation which the jury 
determines would not have caused a reasonable person to have lost his self-control and 
reason. 
Malice as used in these instructions does not require any ill will or hatred toward the 
person killed. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 19 
The crime of Conspiracy involves an agreement by two or more persons to commit a 
crime. They need not agree upon every detail. The agreement may be established in any 
manner sufficient to show an understanding of the parties to the agreement. It may be 
shown by evidence of an oral or written agreement, or may be implied from the conduct of 
the parties. 
[It does not matter whether the crime agreed upon was actually committed.] 
State v Gallatin, 106 Idaho 564,682 P.2d 105 (Ct. App. 1984). 
Use bracketed portion only if the crime that was the object of the conspiracy was not 
accomplished. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 20 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Conspiracy, the state must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK and BRIAN LEE DRAPER agreed 
4. to commit the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
5. the defendant intended that the crime would be committed; 
6. one of the parties to the agreement performed at least one of the following acts: 
1. On or about the 29th and/or 30th days of August, 2006, 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, did purchase and/or 
receive knives that were used in the commission of the 
murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
2. On or about the 21 st and/or 22nd days of September, 
2006, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, did travel to the 
residence located at 11372 Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, 
Bannock County, Idaho, with Brian Lee Draper to commit 
the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
3. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 
2006, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK did retrieve from a 
vehicle a change of clothes, mask, and murder weapons 
which were used in the commission of the murder of 
Cassie Stoddart. 
4. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 
2006, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK did lie in wait in the 
downstairs portion of the residence located at 11372 
Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, Bannock County, Idaho, in 
preparation of committing the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
/0-57 
7. such act was done for the purpose of carrying out the agreement. 
If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant guilty. If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then 
you must find the defendant not guilty. 
I.C. §§ 18-1701,19-2111. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 21 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that you have been given a transcript of the "home made" 
video which you viewed during the trial. You are instructed that in the event a discrepancy is 
found between the transcript and the videotape, you are to rely on the videotape only. 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified /t:JS 7 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 22 
It is for you, the jury, to determine from all the evidence in this case, applying the law as 
given in these instructions, whether defendant is guilty or not guilty of the offense[s] charged. 
With respect to the facts alleged in the Information, it is possible for you to return any 
one, but only one of the following verdicts: 
COUNT 1 MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
___ GUILTY 
__ NOT GUILTY 
COUNT 2 CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
__ GUILTY 
__ NOT GUILTY 
Given 
Refused 
Covered 
Modified 
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Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL. MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanIP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204·0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF , 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
DEFENDANT'S FIFTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
Without waiving any of Defendant's prior objections, Defendant provides the 
following infonnation and supplementation to the information originally provided to the 
State on February 7, 2007. March 6, 2007. May 16, 2007, May 21, 2007, and May 23. 
2007: 
REQUEST NO.1: Any books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects or 
copies or portions thereof, which are within the possession. custody or control of the 
Defendant, and which the Defendant intends to introduce at trial in the above-mentioned 
case. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO.1: Other than those items 'identified in previous 
Discovery Responses, Defendant also intends to introduce the following: 
1. Copy of hand~written receipt dated September 24, 2006 from Zumiez for a 
pair of Greco Signature 5 pocket jeans; 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - DEFENDANT'S FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - PAGE 1 
F-930 
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2. Homicide Investigation Report from Mark Klingler. dated May 27, 2007, 
attached hereto; 
3. Report from Rudi A. Reit, dated May 27, 2007, attached hereto; 
4. Report from Dr. Edward Leis, dated May 28,2007. attached hereto. 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL. CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Defendant's Fifth Supplemental Response 
to Request F()r Discovery was served on the following named persons at the addresses 
shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
[/fF acsimile 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTEltEb 
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Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
VS. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
MOTION TO ADMIT 
COMPILATION OF MOVIES 
Defendant. 
Defendant Torey Adamcik moves this Court for an Order admitting a compilation 
of movies made by Torey Adamcik. The compilation is relevant under LR.E. 402. 
Furthennore, it is not inadmissible character evidence under LR.E. 404(a) both because it 
is admissible evidence of a pertinent trait of the accused's character under LR.E. 
404(a)(1) and because it is admissible evidence of other acts under I.R.E. 404(b). 
Finally, even if the Idaho Rules of Evidence did mechanistically require exclusion of the 
compilation, the Compulsory Process Clause of the United States Constitution demands 
this Court allow Torey Adamcik to admit the compilation in his own defense. A 
Memorandum in Support of this Motion is attached. 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
DIAL~ MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attome s f1 efendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Motion to Admit Compilation of Movies 
was served on the following named person at the addresses shown and in the manner 
indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello,ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] ~ Delivery 
[.....rPacsimile 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - MOTION TO ADMIT COMPILA nON OF MOVIES - PAGE 2 
F-936 
05-29-'07 12:00 FROM-DI 
Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MA Y & RAMMELL. CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanlP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello. Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK., 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO ADMIT 
COMPILATION OF MOVIES 
The state objects to the introduction of a compilation of home movies made by the 
defendant, Torey Adamcik (Torey). Torey seeks an Order admitting the compilation, 
based on the arguments in this memorandum. 
The compilation is roughly forty-two minutes long. It consists of short movies 
made by Torey and friends. Torey's mother, Shannon Adamcik, will testify about 
Torey's involvement in making the movies on the compilation. Some of the movies bear 
similarities to the videotape police found at Black Rock Canyon, which the state will 
introduce in an attempt to prove Torey's alleged involvement in a conspiracy to commit 
murder. 
1. The compilation is relevanT. 
I.R.E. 402 provides that all relevant evidence is admissible unless excluded under 
other rules. LR.E. 401 defines relevancy as "having any tendency to make the existence 
of any fact that is of consequence to the detennination of the action more probable or less 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MonON TO ADMIT 
COMPILA nON OF MOVmS- PAGE #1 
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probable than it would be without the evidence." DetelTIlination of relevance is not 
discretionary. Lubcke v. Boise City/Ada Cty. Housing Auth.. 124 Idaho 450, 466, 860 
P.2d 653, 669 (1993) .. When a piece of evidence is relevant only if other facts are 
detelTIlined, the court shall admit the conditionally-relevant evidence upon or subject to 
"the introduction of evidence sufficient to support a finding of the fulfillment" of the 
required condition. I.R.E. 104(b). 
In this case, the state contends Torey conspired to commit murder. To support 
that accusation, the state will introduce the Black Rock Canyon video, in which Torey 
seemingly plans a murder. However, the Black Rock Canyon video is relevant only if 
Torey's statements recorded On the video were made seriously, not as play-acting or as 
preparation to make another video. 
The compilation of movies Torey seeks to admit here show him playing with 
friends and participating in simulated violence. Testimony by Shannon Adamcik will 
establish that Torey acted in and helped produce the movies in the compilation. A juror 
could find the compilation makes it less likely that Torey actually participated in the 
conspiracy with which he is charged, because the compilation demonstrates Torey had 
made videos similar to the Black Rock Canyon video in the past without ever intending 
real violence. Therefore, the video is relevant under Rules 401 and 402 and this Court 
must admit it. 
Similarly, if this Court finds the compilation's relevancy is conditional on the 
detelTIlination of other facts, such as identification of Torey in the compilation, this Court 
must admit the video upon or subject to the introduction of other evidence sufficient to 
support a determination of those facts. 
2. The c011;Jpilation is not barred by the rule against character evidence. 
Evidence of a person's character trait, introduced for the purpose of proving the 
person acted conSistently with that trait, is generally inadmissible. l.R.E. 404(a). 
Evidence of prior acts is admissible} however. if it is used to prove something other than 
character. LR.E. 404(b). In this case, Torey does not seek to introduce the compilation 
to prove a character trait. Instead, he will introduce it to show he had the motive, intent, 
and knowledge to make scary home movies like the Black Rock Canyon tape. Thus, the 
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tape does not fall within Rule 404(a)'s general ban on the admission of character 
evidence. 
Even if the compilation is character evidence, however, it is still admissible. The 
accused in a criminal case may offer evidence of a pertinent trait of his own character. 
LR.E.404(a)(1). In this case, a pertinent trait of Torey's character is whether he has a 
propensity to make violent movies without intending actual violence. The compilation 
provides a basis on which to determine whether Torey possesses that propensity. 
Therefore, Torey has a right to introduce the compilation to support that character trait. 
Thus. regardless of whether this Court determines the compilation is character evidence, 
it must be admitted into evidence. 
3. Even ifthe Idaho Rules of Evidence bar the compilation's admission, the United 
States Constitution guarantees Torey's right to introduce it. 
The Compulsory Process Clause of the Sixth Amendment, as applied to the states 
through the Fourteenth Amendment, prevents any state from mechanistically applying 
rules of evidence to deny an accused his right to present reliable evidence in his own 
defense. Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 U.s. 284 (1973). In this case, the compilation is a 
very reliable method of proving Torey has the knowledge and motive to produce scary 
movies, without intending actual violence. It is also a reliable method of proving Torey 
has a propensity to make movies of that sort. Therefore, even if admission of the 
compilation violated the Idaho Rules of Evidence, the United States Constitution would 
guarantee Torey the right to admit the tape in his own defense. 
CONCLUSION 
The compilation is relevant to this case under the meaning of Idaho Rules of 
Evidence 401 and 402. Therefore, it must be admitted unless another rule bars its 
admission. Because Torey is not admitting the compilation as evidence of his character, 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 404 is irrelevant. However, even if Torey did introduce the 
compilation as character evidence, it would be pennissible because of Idaho Rule of 
Evidence 40 I (a)(l). Finally, even if the Idaho Rules of Evidence barred the tape's 
admission, the Compulsory Process Clause of the Sixth Amendment to the United States 
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Constitution guarantees Torey's right to introduce the compilation in his own defense. 
Thus, Torey respectfully requests this Court admit the compilation. 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
DIAL. MAY & RAMMELL; CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CERTIF 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Memorandum in Support of Motion to 
Admit Compilation of Movies was served on the following named person at the addresses 
shown and in the maIUler indicated. 
Bannock COUnty Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 29th day of May, 2007. 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ J H~elivery 
~simile 
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Received 02:24 Dispatched 02:24 Arrived 02:24 Cleared 04:04 
Date 05-25-07 Dispatcher T699 Jur. 
Location SILER N OF SHEEPSKIN 
.Complainant BROWN, WILL 
Address FHPD 
Phone Y 478-4000 
Veh. Lic. 4BC0868 
Tow Company EAGLE FEATHER 
NCIC Rep. 5420 Traffic Stop - ON VIEW 
Grid Sector Map 
-Notes/Other Information-----------------------------------------------------------
0224 Officer Brown checked out on Siler North of Sheepskin with RQ-4BC0868 
a Red 1992 Pontiac Grand Am 4dr registered to Alisha Smith 45 S 1190 W 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 EXP. 08-2007 n~gativeNCIC. 
0225 Officer Brown advised vehicle is taking off, failing to yield, 
Northbound on Siler. 
0225 Dispatch CLEARED THE AIR FOR EMERGENCY TRAFFIC. 
0225 Officer Brown advised vehicle is still Northbound on Siler passing 
Cattle Trail, speeds 70 MPH, advised subjects are throwing items out of the 
vehicle, appears to be glass of some kind. 
0226 Officer Brown advised vehicle is still Northbound on Siler approaching 
Burns, speeds 85 MPH, zero traffic, "I got about a 1/4 mile buffer". 
0226 Sgt. Osborne requested RQ information, advised. 
0227 Officer Brown advised vehicle is approaching Marshall, stand by. 
0227 Officer Brown advised vehicle left the roadway, appears to have 
wrecked about 1/4 mile in front of me, stand by. 
0227 Officer Brown advised he is out with the vehicle, it is on it's side, 
start EMS my location. 
0227 EMS toned out to Siler & Marshall. 
0228 Officer Brown 'advised have two subjects trapped in the vehicle, both 
are C&B, they are yelling at me. 
0229 Advised EMS of patient information. 
0229 Officer Brown advised Bri~m Eschief, unknown age,is pinned in the 
drivers side, Alisha is laying on top of him, both subjects are C&B. 
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0230 Officer Nick Rodriguez advised he will is out with Officer Brown. 
# 3/ 9 
0230 Sgt. Osborne advised he is out with Officer Brown/ location is Siler & 
Marshall. 
0231 AMB 72/ R 1 & E~g 1 are en route to Sil'er & Marshall. 
0233 Officer Brown advised both subjects are out of the vehicle. 
0234 Sgt. Osborne advised to tell the fire department there is leakage from 
the vehicle. 
0234 Advised Eng 1 there is leakage from the vehicle. 
0235 Sgt. Osborne advised units are out with a 32 yoa female who is C&B, 
she has some cuts & scrapes to her arms & legs r also out with a 40 yoa male 
who states he has no pain at all. 
0235 Advised EMS of patient information. 
0237 AMB 72 arrived, will be command. 
0237 in arrived. 
0238 Eng 1 arrived. 
0250 Status check r Sgt. Osborne advised units are code 4. 
0253 Officer Brown advised dispatch to contact whichever hospital these ~ .. 
subjects are being taken to and request blood and a BAC on both subjects/ 
he will subpoena the records. 
0258 AMB 72 advised they are clear/ en route to PMCW with two patients SM 
27l52. 
0258 Sgt. Osborne advised to contact detention, have them call PMCW with 
both Brian & Alishais information. 
0258 Advised detention Officer Johnnie. 
0302 Officer Brown requested RQ info, advised. 
0302 Rl advised they are clear. 
9303 Dispatch LL PMCW r spoke with Brandon in the ER/ advised him of request ~ 
for blood & BAC on both Brian Eschief & Alisha Smith. Brandon requ.ested to 
know if an officer was going to be accompanying the subjects/ advised 
Brandon unknown at this time. 
0303 Eng 1 advised they are clear. 
0316 AMB 72 arrived at PMCW EM 27171. 
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03~9 Sgt. Osborne requested NEXT LIST. 
} 
0320 Dispatch LL Eagle Feather Auto, Luke will be en route. 
0329 Sgt. Osborne advised okay to RESUME NORMAL TRAFFI C. 
0339 Officer Nick Rodriguez advised Eagle Feather has arrived. 
0354 AMB· 71 advised they are clear from PMCW. 
0401 Officer Brown advised vehicle has been released to Eagle Feather. 
0404 Officer Nick Rodrigue.z advised units are clear. 
-Units/Officers-------------------------------------------------------------------
T114 212 BROWN, WILLIAM 
I~ T739 208 RODRIGUEZ, NICK 
ry T730 204 OSBORNE, SGT LANCE 
\'0 
NCIC Ver. 5404 
Dispo"sition 1 
AI FHPD 
Case Number 4267 
DUI - Alcohol 
EXCEPTION 
5-29-07; 6:31AM;Sho Ban TrIbal Court 
Fort Hall Police 
Patrol Division 
Incident Report #: 704267 
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Summary: 
On May 25, 2007 at approximately 02:24 hours I, Officer W. Brown, was 
patrolling the area of Sheepskin road east of Siler road when I observed a vehicle 
traveling westbound in front of me driving in an erratic manner. The vehicle crossed the 
fog line and then crossed the center line and then it braked quickly and turned north on 
Siler road without usin:g its tum signal. 
I activated my overhead lights and the vehicle came to a stop on Siler road just 
north of Sheepskin road. The vehicle, without warning, accelerated northbound. I 
continued behind the vehicle and it lost control at the intersection of Siler road and 
Marshall road and rolled. The individuals in the vehicle were taken to the hospital for' 
treatment. The vehicle was towed by Eagle Feather Towing. 
Mentioned: 
Brown, W. (patrolman) 
Fort Hall Police Department #212 
Rodriguez, N. (Patrolman) 
Fort Hall Police Department #208 
Osborne, L. (Sgt.) 
Fort Hall Police Department #204 
Eschief, Brian 
. 
 
. Arthur #206 
.J . Pocatello, ID 
' .. '. 
AIIIM 
DESCRIPTION: 5' 11",233 lbs, black/gray hair, brown eyes 
Smith, Alisha AIIIF 
ho) 
ADDRESS: 45 S. 119.0 W. 
Blackfoot; ID 
DESCRIPTION: 4'08", 140 lbs, black hair, brown eyes 
Initial Officer 
Assisting Officer 
Supervising Officer 
Driver 
Passenger 
Fort Hall Police Del 
Patrol Division 
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Action Taken: 
On May 25. 2007 at approximately 02:24 hours I, Officer W. Brown, was 
patrolling the area of Sheepskin road east of Siler road when I observed a vehicle 
traveling westbound in front of me and it was driving in an erratic manner. The vehicle 
crossed the fog line and then crossed the center line and then it braked quickly and turned 
north On Siler road without using its tum signaL 
I activated my emergency lights and the vehicle started to come to a stop on Siler 
road just north of Sheepskin road The vehicle pulled off the road and was rolling very 
slowly, almost stopping. The vehicle was a red 1992 Pontiac Grand Am license plate 
#4B-C0868. Without warning the vehicle accelerated quickly, spinning its tires, and 
drove north on Siler road. I continued behind the vehicle with my emergency lights and 
siren activated and notified dispatch of the failure to yield. 
The vehicle continued north on Siler road from Cattletrail road at speeds of 
around 70 miles per hour. At that point I observed items being thrown from the driver 
side of the vehicle and when it hit the ground it shattered like it was glass. The vehicle 
continued to increase its speed so I increased my distance between myself and the vehicle 
to about V4 mile or more. Sgt. L. OSBORNE contacted me on the radio and I advised him 
of the reason for stop, the speed of the vehicle and there was no other vehicle traffic on 
the roadway at the time. 
As the vehicle passed Burns road, still north on Siler road, its speed appeared to 
be around 80 miles per hour and it was pulling away from me. As the vehicle approached 
Marshall road I observed the vehicle tum to the left and then bounce up in the air. When 
I finally got up to the vehicle, I observed that it was north of the Siler road, Marshall road 
intersection and it was sitting on its driver side facing southwest. I notified dispatch of 
the situation and had them dispatch EMS to my location. 
I got to the vehicle and observed a male subject, Brian ESClllEF, laying on the 
driver door (which was on the ground) and a female, Alisha SMITH, on top of him, 
leaning ~gainst the windshield. Both parties were yelling for me to get them out of the 
car and I advised them try to remain calm, that help was on the way to' get them out of the 
car. SMITH was yelling at ESCHIEF about wrecking her car and ESCHIEF was 
apologizing to SMITH for it. 
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Action Taken Con't: 
Officer N. RODRIGUEZ arrived on scene with OSBORNE and since the vehicle 
was on its side and appeared unstable, we elected to pull the windshield out of the vehicle 
and try to get the individuals out. We pulled the windshield back and got SMITH out 
first. I walked her just south of the car while OSBORNE and RODRIGUEZ got 
ESCHlEF out. SMITH had a very strong odor of an alcoholic beverage on her breath and 
person and her speech was very slurred. She kept saying that she told him to stop but he 
wouldn't. SMITH had some cuts on her right leg but did not complain of any other types 
of pain. 
We had ESCHIEF and SMITII sit on the ground until the Ambulance arrived. 
The EMS crews arrived and began working on ESCHIEF and SMITH. ESCHIEF stated 
that he wasn't hurting anyWhere. ESCHIEF had a very strong odor of an alcoholic 
beverage on his breath and person and his speech was very slurred. When the EMS crew 
asked ESCHIEF if he had been drinking, he replied that he had and he was drunk. Both 
SMITH and ESCHIEF were placed onto backboards, loaded into the ambulance and 
transported to the hospital. 
Once EMS had cleared from the scene OSBORNE took initial measurements of 
the scene, along with some photographs. Located in the vehicle, were bottles of Bud 
Light beer, which were destroyed on scene. Once the measurements were completed a 
vehicle tow inventory was finished and Eagle Feather Auto was contacted to get the 
vehicle. Once the vehicle was removed by the tow truck, officers cleared the scene. 
The hospital (portneufWest Medical Center) was contacted and told to draw 
blood 9n ESCHIEF for a BAC and the records would be subpoenaed at a later date. 
ESCHIEF is to be charged with Persons Under the Influence of Intoxicating Liquor, 
Narcotics andlor Drugs (18-29) and Obstructing an Officer (16-92). ESCHIEF will also 
be issued a citation. for Failure to Use Turri Signal. SMITH is to be charged with 
Intoxicated Person (16-116). Additional reports will be filed when new information 
becomes available. The Idaho State Accident Report form was completed but due to a 
computer glitch, couldn't be printed out. It will be attached to this report as soon as it can 
be printed out. See other involved officers' reports for additional information. **end of 
narrative** 
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Statements: 
NONE 
Evidence: 
NONE 
Exhibits: 
NONE 
**end of report * * 
5/2512007 @ 2035 
Willi()Wlljlatr(;1man 
FortRall Police Department#212 
';:TRIBES SHOSHONE-BAN'" 
FORT HALL POLICE lOT(8 
SHOSHONE-BANNOCK TRIBES, Plaintiffs, ~OMPLAINT AND SUMMONS 
~ v~. (!(Traffic 0 Fish and Game 
.oVf(Vl G:s.~I'cf 0 Gen. Misdemeanors 0 CMI- Traffic 
(defendant) 
The undersigned swears: ) I It 
That on the ;Z ~ day of--='~""":""'-'f1--' 20_0_1_, at.~C;-=-=q./'-,}:.........;f:11J<.-==-....:· __ 
(efty) ~ 'Z-'Z-iJ Location: S~~}J:l». r. --,e::::...;.~....:I't..;..rr-~=--::.. ___ ' Idaho. Tlffle: 
71 (county) 
Print Name 
(middle) 
Address -:t:i> • 
The undersigned swears that he has just and reasonable grounds to believe and does 
believe that the person named above committed the offense herein cited contrary to law. 
~~ . Serial No.-:-;;l.....,:.,12<=. ___ _ 
~7-5/za, r lv, 8 vP ..... "'- ~ 1.2. FH-P iJ· 
r D.ite Complainant or Officer Serial # or Address Department 
Date Witnessing OffIcer Serial # Department 
SUMMONS 
SHOSHONE-BANNOCK TRIBES TO THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT 
You are hereby summoned to appear before the Fort Hall Tribal Court of Fort Hall, 
Idaho, located at on the day 
(cily) 
of ________ • 20 __ • at ___ ,M to answer to the above charge. 
I hereby acknowledge service of the above Summons and Complaint and promise to 
appear at said Court on the date and time written to answer to the charge indicated 
above and understand that failure to appear as directed may result in the issuance of a 
warrant for my arrest.u,' I ,j 
Lb,i¥lfMJ t'C~ 
(Defendant) 
IMPORTANT NOnCE: You are released through ~ourtesy, this complaint will be fKed in the 
court indicated, Failure to comply may result in a warrant being issued for your arrest. 
COURT COPY 
lITHO 1-1429 
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i:24 Cleared 04:04 
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0228 Officer Brown advised have two subjects trapped iri the vehicle, both 
are C&B, they are yelling at me·. 
0229 Advised EMS of patient information. 
0229 Officer Brown advised Brian Eschief, unknown age, is pinned in the 
drivers side, A1isha is laying on top of him, both subjects are C&B. 
MARK L. HI EDEMAN 
BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. Box P 
IDAHO FALLS, Idaho 83405-1219-0050 
(208) 236-7280 
VIC A. PEARSON IS8#6429 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
CASE NO. CR-06-17984-FE-C 
THIRTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: BRON M. RAMMELL, DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, Pocatello, Idaho, Attorney for the 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through VIC A. PEARSON, 
Assistant Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Bannock, Idaho, 
and supplements its response to Defendant's Request for Discovery as follows: 
RESPONSE NO.4: The following is a list of documents and tangible objects that 
may used at the time of trial: Please see the Amended Evidence List and Amended 
Property List, which are attached hereto and incorporated by reference: Idaho 
State Police Forensic Services Forensic Criminalistic Analysis Report-
FINGERPRINTS attached hereto and incorporated by reference. 
RESPONSE - Page 1 
RESPONSE NO.5: The following is a list of physical or mental examinations 
and/or scientific tests or experiments made in connection with this case: Please see the 
Amended Evidence List and Amended Property List, which are attached hereto and 
incorporated by reference: Idaho State Police Forensic Services Forensic 
Criminalistic Analysis Report - FINGERPRINTS attached hereto and incorporated 
by reference. 
The State reserves the right to supplement this response upon receipt of evidence 
not currently in our possession. 
DATED this 4- day of May, 2007. 
VIC A. PEARSON 
7' 
--
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this.d:l- day of May, 2007, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing THIRTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was delivered to the following: 
BRON M. RAMMELL 
DIAL MAY & RAMMELL 
POBOX 370 
POCATELLO, ID 83204-0370 
RESPONSE - Page 2 
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postage prepaid 
[ ] hand delivery 
[x] facsimile 234-2961 
VIC A. PEARSON 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
Register #CR-06-17984-FE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) ------------~~====~-----
ORDER ON STATE'S 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
Having reviewed the State's Motion in Limine, requesting that the Court exclude 
a homemade videotape prepared by the Defendant depicting the Defendant as a child 
involved in acting out "horror" scenes with his childhood friends, the Court hereby 
SUSPENDS ITS RULING on the State's Motion. No evidence rule specifically 
addresses the admissibility of evidence of acts or occurrences similar to those at issue. 
Rather, general principles of relevance govern the admission, and in some circumstances, 
such evidence may be deemed inadmissible because of its tendency to fall under the 
category of character or propensity evidence. In general, the Court has discretion to 
admit evidence of similar acts, or occurrences to prove that a particular act was done or 
occurrence happened when there is a substantial similarity of essential conditions and an 
/£:>6 t:> 
ORDER ON STATE'S MOTION IN LIMINE-l 
Register #CR-06-17984-FE 
absence of modifying circumstances. Cogswell v. C. C. Anderson Stores., 68 Idaho 205, 
192 P.2d 383 (1948). 
Having reviewed the homemade videotape prepared by the Defendant, the Court 
does not find it to be relevant standing alone. The recordings depicted on the tape are 
attenuated in time and in substance from the facts of this case. However, the Court 
hereby allows the Defendant an opportunity to lay additional foundation at trial in order 
to establish the relevance of the videotape. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
-
DATED this d2.9 day of May, 2007. 
Peter McDermott 
District Judge 
lObi 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
-&f I HEREBY CERTIFY that on th~O day of May, 2007, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon each of the following individuals in the 
manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
Bron Rammell & Aaron Thompson 
Dial, May & Rammell 
216 W. Whitman! P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-370 
~. 
DATED thii22 day of May, 2007. 
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( ) Overnight Delivery 
09 Hand Deliver 
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( ) Hand Deliver 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL'DISTRICT t!--?J-" 
,; . 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
ORDER 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED the impaneled jury for the 
above entitled matter shall be sequestered in the custody of the Bannock County Court 
Marshal's Office during the trial and deliberation period at a secured location. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that while sequestered the following rules shall 
apply: 
• Television none in individual rooms. No regular television programming will be 
available; however, pre-approved videos will be made available for viewing in a 
specified lounge area and supervised by Bannock County Court Marshal. 
• No newspapers will be allowed. 
• Books and periodicals will be screened by Bannock County Court Marshal and if 
approved will be allowed. 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
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• Personal telephone calls may be allowed via supervision of Bannock County 
Court Marshal once per week. Messages to and from family members will be 
handled through the Bannock County Court Marshals. 
• No electronic devices such as cell phones, computers, PDA, MP3, etc. 
• No family visits will be allowed unless in an emergency the severity of which is 
to be determined at the discretion of the Bannock County Court Marshals. 
• Laundry can be done on site under the supervision of the Bannock County Court 
Marshals and/or family may pickup and drop off laundry with no contact with 
juror but through the Bannock County Court Marshals and subject to inspection. 
• Alcohol consumption with the evening meal will be limited to one (1) drink and 
will be at the personal expense of the juror. 
• No religious books or religious material of any type will be allowed. 
• Personal shopping will be done via Bannock County Court Marshals. Items will 
be subject to inspection. 
• Exercise Facility and swimming pool will be available at designated times under 
the supervision of the Bannock County Court Marshals. 
• No mail will be allowed. 
• Room Service will be allowed but must be requested through the Bannock County 
Court Marshal. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED any Deputy of the Bannock County Sheriffs 
Department shall, upon request of any juror, seek the approval of the Bannock County 
Court Marshal, and the result of the juror's inquiry will be determined by the Bannock 
County Court Marshal. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Jury will remain in the custody of the Bannock 
County Court Marshals on a 24 hour 7 day per week basis until released by the Court. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Bannock County Court Marshals are herewith 
authorized to make all arrangements for the jury including, but not limited to, motel 
accommodations, transportation, and meals. This authority includes the costs associated 
with such arrangements. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Jurors are admonished not to talk or discuss this 
case with each other until the jury trial is concluded the matter given to them for 
deliberation. Deliberation by the Jury will only be allowed in the jury room and not 
among one another at the sequestered location. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 30th day of May, 2007. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Bron Rammelll Aaron Thompson 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Bannock County Court Marshals 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
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Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL. MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitrnanJP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, ldaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
VS. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
OBJECTION TO TITLE OF ADAMCIK 
INTERVIEW DISC 
Defendant Torey Adamcik objects to introducing, or showing the jury, the current 
printed title of a DVD disc the state intends to introduce into evidence. The current title 
reads, on the left side of the disc. "Homicide Of / Cassie Jo Stoddart / Court Version," 
and on the right side of the disc, "Torey Adamcik / 2nd Interview I Thomas/Ganske / 
09/27106 at PPD / 7:05. p.m." 
The 4'Court Version" language in this disc's title implies the disc has been 
modified for introduction at trial. In fact. it has: this Court's ordered the state to redact 
portions of this recording that violated Torey's Miranda right to remain silent. 4'If a 
prosecutor is allowed to introduce evidence of silence for any purpose, then the right to 
remain silent guaranteed in Miranda v. Arizona ... becomes so diluted as to be rendered 
worthless.'l State v. White, 97 Idaho 708, 714 n. 8,551 P.2d 1344 1350 n. 8 (1976); see 
Doyle v. Ohio. 426 U.S. 610 (1976). The redaction of the tape resulted from Torey's 
exercise of his Miranda right to remain silent The use of the "Court Version" language 
on the DVD's title allows the state to violate Torey's Miranda rights by informing the 
jury that Torey exercised those rights. 
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However, the only possible relevant purpose of the "Court Version" language on 
this disc is to violate Torey's Miranda rights by informing the jury of Torey's exercise of 
those rights. Even aside from the Miranda issue, this language is highly prejudicial to 
Torey. Furthermore, ordering the state to modify the title would not prejudice the state in 
any way. Therefore, Torey respectfully requests this Court order the state to redact the 
"Court Version" language from the disc and that this Court not allow the jury to perceive 
any other reference to the recording having been redacted. 
DATED this 1 st day of June, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defen 
CASE NO. CR·2006-17984"FE-AA - OBJECTION TO TITLE OF ADAMCIK IN'TERVlEW DlSC-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Objection to Title of Adamcik Interview 
Disc was served on the following named personal at the addresses shown and in the 
manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 1 st day of June, 2007. 
[x] Facsimile 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
OBJECTION TO DON WYCKOFF'S 
TESTIMONY 
The defendant, Torey Adamcik, objects to any expert testimony by Don Wyckoff. 
Although the state did disclose Mr. Wyckoff as a potential witness, the state has failed to 
provide a written synopsis of Mr. Wyckoffs testimony or opinions. The only 
investigative report attributed to Mr. Wycoff is dated October 5th, 2006, and refers to a 
re-examination of Cassie Stoddart's body. It contains no expert opinions. 
In its "Minute Entry and Order," dated May 23 rd, 2007, this Court required the 
defendant to provide a written synopsis of each of his expert witnesses' testimony or 
opinions, because the state was entitled to have them. The defendant is entitled to the 
same information from the state. 
The defendant has relied on the state's failure to provide any synopses or expert 
reports by Mr. Wyckoff. The defendant has prepared his defense based on the lack of 
any expert opinions by Mr. Wyckoff. Trial has begun and the introduction now of any 
reports or synopses, or any expert testimony, by Mr. Wyckoff would irreparably 
prejudice the defendant. 
/£)09 
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This type of prejudice is prohibited by the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitution. Furthermore, this prejudice would 
violate this Court's order of May 23rd, 2007. Because the state failed to timely inform the 
defendant of Mr. Wyckoffs testimony, opinions, or reports, the defendant respectfully 
requests this Court not allow Mr. Wyckoff to testify as an expert witness. 
DATED this 1- day of June, 2007. 
CERTIFIC 
DIAL, MA Y & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Objection to Don Wyckoff's Expert 
Testimony was served on the following named person at the addresses shown and in the 
manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this -1. day of June, 2007. 
[ ] U.~ail 
[ ....tf1lilld Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - OBJECTION TO DON WYCKOFF'S EXPERT TESTIMONY-
PAGE 2 
Bron M. Rarnmell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
Plaintiff, DEFENDANTS SUPPLEMENTAL 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
Defendant. 
Torey Adamcik, by and through his counsel of record, Bron Rammell and Aaron 
N. Thompson of the firm Dial, May & Rammell, Chtd., hereby submits Defendant's 
Supplemental Proposed Jury Instructions. 
DATED this 1- day of June, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHTD. 
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ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Defendant's Supplemental Proposed Jury 
Instructions was served on the following named personal at the addresses shown and in 
the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this -1day of June, 2007. 
/C? 7:L 
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[ ~d Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile 
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DEFENDANTS PROPOSED INSTRUCTION NO.38 
The State has the burden to prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
that Cassie was stabbed, that the stabbing killed her, and 
that the stabbing that killed her was done by Torey 
Adamcik, not any other person. A stabbing that does not 
kill is ciosQc]; .. tion of a eorpsQ; bllt io not murder. 
GIVEN 
REFUSED 
MODIFIED 
COVERED 
OTHER /C73 
ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 3 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
The State has the burden to prove beyond a reasonable 
doubt that Cassie was stabbed, that the stabbing killed 
her, and that the stabbing that killed her was done by 
Torey Adamcik, not any other person. A stabbing that does 
not kill is Qosooration of ~ oorpoc, but i~ not murder. 
/070/ 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Aggravated 
Assault, the State must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about September 22 nd , 2006, 
2. in the state of Idaho, 
3. in the county of Bannock, 
4. the defendant, Torey Adamcik, assaulted Cassie 
Stoddart 
5. by appearing at her home and brandishing a knife, and 
6. that knife was a deadly weapon. 
A "deadly weapon" is one likely to produce death or great 
bodily injury. 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Conspiracy to 
commit Aggravated Assault, the State must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or about September 22 nd , 2006, 
2. in the state of Idaho, 
3. in the county of Bannock, 
4. the defendant, Torey Adamcik, and Brian Draper agreed 
5. to commit the crime of Aggravated Assault; 
6. Torey Adamcik intended that Aggravated Assault would 
be committed; 
7. one of the parties to the agreement performed at least 
one of the following acts: 
8. and did so for the purpose of carrying out the 
agreement. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable 
doubt, you must find the defendant not guilty. If each of 
the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
o \ 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
It is for you, the jury, to determine from all the 
evidence in this case, applying the law as given in these 
instructions, whether defendant is guilty or not guilty of 
the offenses charged or of any included offense. 
With respect to the facts alleged in Count I of the 
Complaint, the offense of First Degree Murder includes the 
offense of Aggravated Assault. It is possible for you to 
return on Count I anyone, but only one of the following 
verdicts: 
GUILTY of First Degree Murder. 
GUILTY of Aggravated Assault. 
NOT GUILTY of COUNT I. 
With respect to the facts alleged in Count II of the 
Complaint, the offense of Conspiracy to Commit First Degree 
Murder includes the offense of Conspiracy to Commit 
Aggravated Assault. It is possible for you to return on 
Count II anyone, but only one of the following verdicts: 
GUILTY of Conspiracy to Commit First Degree 
Murder. 
GUILTY of Conspiracy to Commit Aggravated 
Assault. 
NOT GUILTY of COUNT II. 
When you are deliberating you should first consider 
the crime charged. You should consider the included 
offenses in the order listed only in the event the state 
has failed to convince you beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
defendant's guilt with respect to the crime charged. 
ICJI 1205 (modified) AGGRAVATED ASSAULT, and ICJI 1206 
(modified) DEADLY WEAPON DEFINED 
DEFENDANTS PROPOSED INSTRUCTION NO. 40 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Aggravated 
Assault, the State must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about September 22 nd , 2006, 
2. in the state of Idaho, 
3. in the county of Bannock, 
4. the defendant, Torey Adamcik, assaulted Cassie 
Stoddart 
5. by appearing at her home and brandishing a knife, and 
6. that knife was a deadly weapon. 
A "deadly weapon" is one likely to produce death or great 
bodily injury_ 
GIVEN 
REFUSED 
MODIFIED 
COVERED 
OTHER 
/.t>·7 f 
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ICJI 1101 (modified) CONSPIRACY 
DEFENDANTS PROPOSED INSTRUCTION NO. 41 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Conspiracy to 
Commit Aggravated Assault, the State must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or about September 22 nd , 2006, 
2. in the state of Idaho, 
3. in the county of Bannock, 
4. the defendant, Torey Adamcik, and Brian Draper agreed 
5. to commit the crime of Aggravated Assault; 
6. Torey Adamcik intended that Aggravated Assault would 
be committed; 
7. one of the parties to the agreement performed at least 
one of the following acts: 
8. and did so for the purpose of carrying out the 
agreement. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable 
doubt, you must find the defendant not guilty. If each of 
the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
GIVEN 
REFUSED 
MODIFIED 
ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 6 
COVERED 
OTHER 
ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 7 
ICJI 221 (modified) INSTRUCTION ON USING VERDICT FORM-
MULTIPLE COUNTS AND SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCE 
DEFENDANTS PROPOSED INSTRUCTION NO. 42 
It is for you, the jury, to determine from all the 
evidence in this case, applying the law as given in these 
instructions, whether defendant is guilty or not guilty of 
the offenses charged or of any included offense. 
With respect to the facts alleged in Count I of the 
Complaint, the offense of First Degree Murder includes the 
offense of Aggravated Assault. It is possible for you to 
return on Count I anyone, but only one of the following 
verdicts: 
GUILTY of First Degree Murder. 
GUILTY of Aggravated Assault. 
NOT GUILTY of COUNT I. 
With respect to the facts alleged in Count II of the 
Complaint, the offense of Conspiracy to Commit First Degree 
Murder includes the offense of Conspiracy to Commit 
Aggravated Assault. It is possible for you to return on 
Count II anyone, but only one of the following verdicts: 
GUILTY of Conspiracy to Commit First Degree 
Murder. 
GUILTY of Conspiracy to Commit Aggravated 
Assault. 
NOT GUILTY of COUNT II. 
When you are deliberating you should first consider 
the crime charged. You should consider the included 
offenses in the order listed only in the event the state 
has failed to convince you beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
defendant's guilt with respect to the crime charged. 
GIVEN 
REFUSED 
/t:/8! 
ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 8 
MODIFIED 
COVERED 
OTHER 
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ADAMCIK SUPPLEMENTAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 9 
MARK L. HIEDEMAN 
BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATIORNEY 
P.O. Box P 
IDAHO FALLS, Idaho 83405-1219-0050 
(208) 236-7280 
VIC A. PEARSON 158#6429 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
---------------------------) 
CASE NO. CR-06-17984-FE-C 
FOURTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: BRON M. RAMMELL, DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, Pocatello, Idaho, Attorney for the 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through VIC A. PEARSON, 
Assistant Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Bannock, Idaho, 
and supplements its response to Defendant's Request for Discovery as follows: 
RESPONSE NO.4: The following is a list of documents and tangible objects that 
may used at the time of trial: Please see the Amended Evidence List and Amended 
Property List, which are attached hereto and incorporated by reference: Computer 
Forensic Examination Report by Det. John Walker, which includes 14 pages and 
2 DVD's attached hereto and incorporated by reference. 
RESPONSE - Page 1 
The State reserves the right to supplement this response upon receipt of evidence 
not currently in our possession. 
. ,jJt DATED this ~ day of June, 2007. 
~~ 
VIC A. PEARSON 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this ~day of June, 2007, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing FOURTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY was delivered to the following: 
BRON M. RAMMELL 
DIAL MAY & RAMMELL 
POBOX 370 
POCATELLO, 1083204-0370 
RESPONSE - Page 2 
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postage prepaid 
)Uland delivery 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, ) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
ORIGININAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
1 THROUGH 27 
INSTRUCTION NO.1 
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct you as to the law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow some and ignore 
others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for some of the rules, you are bound 
to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell you, it is my instruction 
that you must follow. 
Jurv Instruction No, :,L 
These instructions define your duties as members of the jury and the law that applies to 
this case. Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in these instructions to 
those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In doing so, you must follow these instructions. 
You must consider them as a whole, not picking out one and disregarding others. Neither 
sympathy nor prejudice should influence you in your deliberations. Faithful performance by you 
of these duties is vital to the administration of justice. 
In determining the facts,¥o.u...may..consider only the evidence admitted in this trial. This 
evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits offered and received, and any 
stipulated or admitted facts. The production of evidence in court is governed by rule of law. At 
times during the trial. I may have sustained an objection to a question without permitting the 
witness to answer it or to an offered exhibit without receiving it into evidence. I may have done 
so when the question called for testimony that was not admissible or when the exhibit itself was 
inadmissible. In reaching your decision, you may not consider such a question or exhibit or 
speculate as to what the answer or exhibit would have shown. In addition, where an answer was 
given or an exhibit received, I mayhav.e instructed that it be stricken from the record, that you 
disregard it and that you dismiss it from your minds. I may have done so when it became 
apparent that the evidence was inadmissible only after it had been presented to you. In reaching 
your decision, you may not consider this testimony or exhibit. Except as explained in this 
instruction, none of my rulings were intended by me to indicate any opinion concerning the 
evidence in this case. 
The arguments and remarks of the attorneys involved in this case are intended to help you 
in understanding the evidence and applying the instructions, but they are not themselves 
/o~'7 
evidence. If any argument or remark has no basis in the evidence, then you should disregard it. 
" 
However, there are two exceptions to this rule: (l) an admission of fact by one attorney is 
binding on his party; and (2) stipulations of fact by all attorneys are binding on all parties. 
The law does not require you to believe all of the evidence admitted in the course of the 
trial. As the sole judges of the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what 
weight you attach to it. In doing so, you bring with you to this courtroom all of the experience 
and background of your lives. In your everyday affairs, you determine for yourselves whom you 
believe, what you believe, and how much weight to attach to what you are told. The same 
considerations that you use in your everyday dealings in making these decisions are the 
considerations which you should apply in your deliberations. 
In evaluating the testimony, you should consider such items as: the interest or lack of 
interest of any witness in the outcome of this case; the bias or prejudice of a witness, if there be 
any; the age, the appearance, and the manner in which the witness gives his or her testimony on 
the stand; the opportunity that the witness had to observe the facts concerning which he or she 
testifies; the probability or improbability of the witness's testimony when viewed in the light of 
all of the other evidence in the case; the contradiction, if any, of a witness's testimony by other 
evidence; and statements, if any, made by the witness at other times inconsistent with his or her 
present testimony. These are all items to be taken into consideration in determining the weight, 
if any, to assign to a witness's testimony. 
These considerations are among those which mayor may not make it appear that there is 
a discrepancy in the evidence. You may consider whether the apparent discrepancy can be 
reconciled by fitting the two stories together. If, however, that is not possible, you will then 'have 
to determine which of the conflicting versions you will accept. 
/ c:> ?-g-
In evaluating the exhibits, you should consider such items as: the circumstances under 
which the exhibit was prepared; and the probability that the exhibit accurately reflects what it is 
intended to show in light of the other evidence of the case. 
/ 
! 
JurY Instruction No. 3 
In deciding what the facts are, you should decide whether you believe what each person 
had to say and how important that testimony was. In making that decision r suggest that you ask 
yourself a few questions: Did the person impress you as honest? Did he or she have a personal 
interest in the outcome of the case? Did the witness seem to have a good memory? Did the 
witness have the opportunity and ability to observe accurately the things he or she testified 
about? Did he or she appear to understand the questions clearly and answer them directly? Did 
the witness's testimony differ from the testimony of other witnesses? These are a few of the 
(1,0 
\0 considerations that will help you determine the accuracy of what each witness said. 
You are not bound to believe all that the witnesses have testified to or any witness or 
class of witnesses unless such testimony is reasonable and convincing in view of ail the facts and 
circumstances in evidence. You may believe one witness as against many, or many as against a 
fewer number in accordance with your honest convictions. The testimony of a witness known to 
have made false statements on one matter is naturally less convincing on other matters. So if you 
believe a witness has willfully testified falsely as to any material fact in this case, you may 
disregard the whole of the testimony of such witness, or you may give it as much weight as you 
think it is entitled to. 
INSTRUCTION NO.::"L~A 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give an opinion on that 
matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you should consider the 
qualification and credibility of the witness and the reasons given for the opinion. You are not 
bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if any, to which you deem it entitled. 
JurY Instruction No.. ~ 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They are part 
of the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them or mark on them in any way. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific instructions. There 
mayor may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. ff there is, you should not concern 
yourselves about such gap. 
Q 
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JUry Instruction No. 5 
You are, of course, required to perform your duty as jurors in this case without allowing 
bias, prejudice or sympathy to play any part in your deliberations. The law does not permit jurors 
to be governed by bias, prejudice or sympathy. The parties and public expect that you will 
carefully and impartially consider all the evidence, follow the law as stated by the court, and 
reach a just verdict regardless of the consequences. 
INSTRUCTION NO.6 
No remarks I have made, questions I have asked, or actions I have taken during the 
course of the trial are to be considered as an expression of my opinion regarding the facts or 
verdict in this case. If anything I have said or done indicates such an opinion, you shall disregard 
it and form your own opinion. Your verdict must be based solely on the facts as you find them 
and the law as I have given it. 
JURy INSTRUCTION NO. ----L_ 
A defendant in a criminal trial has a constitutional right not to be compelled to testifY. The 
decision whether to testifY is left to the defendant, acting with the advice and assistance of the 
defendant's lawyer. You must not draw any inference of guilt from the fact that the defendant does 
not testifY, nor should this fact be discussed by you or enter into your deliberations in any way. 
INSTRUCTION NO. 7-A 
You have been provided the original and one copy of the DVD of the homemade video. 
You may use the copy for repeated viewing rather than the original DVD because of the possible 
deterioration of the original. If there is any discrepancy between the original video and the copy, 
you are to rely on the original. 
'.' 
JUry Instruction No. 
Evidence may be either direct or circumstantial. It is direct evidence if it proves a fact, 
without an inference, and which in itself, if true, conclusively establishes that fact. It is 
circumstantial evidence if it proves a fact from which an inference of the existence of another 
fact may be drawn. 
An inference of fact is one which may logically and reasonably be drawn from another 
fact or group of facts established by the evidence. 
The law makes no distinction between direct and circumstantial evidence as to the degree 
of proof required; each is accepted as a reasonable method of proof and each is respected for 
such convincing force as it may carry. 
INSTRUCTION NO. q 
The defendant is charged by the state of Idaho with violation of law. The charge against 
the defendant is contained in the Prosecuting Attorney's Infonnation. The Prosecuting 
Attorney's Infonnation is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 
INSTRUCTION No.1 
"---"--
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that the Defendant in this case, TORE¥- MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
has entered a not guilty plea to and is charged by an Information by MARK L. HIEDEfv1AN, 
\ 
Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Bannock, State of Idaho with \he crime of 1 
COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-4001-02-03(a), and 1 COUNT 
CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code 
§§18-4001-02-03(a) and §18-1701, which crimes were alleged to have been committed as 
follows, to wit: 
COUNT 1 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
That the said TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, in the County of Bannock, State of 
Idaho, on or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006, did willfully, unlawfully, 
deliberately, with premeditation and with malice aforethought, kill and murder Cassie Stoddart, 
a human being, by purchasing knives and stabbing Cassie Stoddart from which the victim died 
in Bannock County, Idaho. . 
COUNT 2 
CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
That the said TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, in the County of Bannock, State of 
Idaho, on or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006, did willfully and knowingly, 
combine and conspire with BRIAN LEE DRAPER to commit the crime of MURDER IN THE 
FIRST DEGREE, an offense prescribed by the laws of the State of Idaho, Idaho Code 
§18-4001-02-03(a) 
Overt Acts 
1. On or about the 29th and/or 30th days of August, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
did purchase and/or receive knives that were used in the commission of the murder 
of Cassie Stoddart. 
2. On or about the 21 st and/or 22nd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK, did travel to the residence located at 11372 Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, 
Bannock County, Idaho, with Brian Lee draper to commit the murder of Cassie 
Stoddart. 
(j 
o ~ 
3. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK did retrieve from a vehicle a change of clothes, mask, and murder 
weapons which were used in the commission of the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
4. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, TOREY MICHAEL 
ADAMCIK did lie in wait in the downstairs portion of the residence located at 11372 
Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, Bannock County, Idaho, in preparation of committing 
the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the Statute in such case in said 
State made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
//0 0 
Jury Instruction No. / / 
To the charges enumerated in the Prosecuting Attorney's Informations, you are instructed 
that the defendant has entered a plea of not guilty, which puts in issue every material allegation 
as charged in the Informations. This plea of not guilty casts upon the State the burden of proving 
every essential allegation beyond a reasonable doubt. 
//0/ 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 12 
In order for the Defendant to be guilty of Murder, the State must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006, 
2. in the State of Idaho 
3. the Defendant, TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, engaged in conduct which 
caused the death of Cassie Jo Stoddart, 
4. the Defendant acted without justification or excuse, and 
5. with malice aforethought. 
If you find that the State has failed to prove any of the above, then you must [md the 
Defendant not guilty of Murder. If you find that all of the above have been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt, then you must find the Defendant guilty of Murder, and then determine if the 
Defendant is guilty of First or Second Degree Murder. 
/IC~ 
INSTRUCTION NO. 13 
In order for the Defendant to be guilty of First Degree Murder, the State must prove that 
the murder: 
was perpetrated by lying in wait; or 
was willful, deliberate, and premeditated killing. Premeditation means to consider 
beforehand whether to kill or not to kill, and then to decide to kill. There does not have to be any 
appreciable period of time during which the decision to kill was considered, as long as it was 
reflected upon before the decision was made. A mere unconsidered and rash impulse, even 
though it includes an intent to kill, is not premeditation. 
If you unanimously agree that the State has proven any of the above special 
circumstances beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find the Defendant guilty of First 
Degree Murder. If you unanimously agree that none ofthe special circumstances have been 
proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you ~nd the Defendant guilty of Second Degree 
Murder. 
All other murder is murder of the second degree. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-A 
Any unlawful killing of a human being with malice aforethought is murder. If nothing 
further characterizes the killing, the murder is of the second degree. To constitute the higher 
offense of murder in the first degree, there must be willfulness, deliberation and premeditation in 
addition to malice aforethought. 
Willfulness means that there was manifested a clear intent to take life. 
Deliberation and premeditation means done with reflection and conceived beforehand 
and not done upon a sudden heat of passion or other condition precluding the idea of 
deliberation. 
II PI(-
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INSTRUCTION NO. \ ~ ...., C3 
Malice is the state of mind manifested by the doing of an unlawful and felonious act 
intentionally, deliberately, and without legal cause or excuse. 
---II~~ 
INSTRUCTION NO. J!i 
I 
Malice may be express or implied. It is express when there is manifested a deliberate 
intention unlawfully to take away the life of a fellow creature. It is implied when no considerable 
provocation appears, or when the circumstances attending the killing show an abandoned and 
malignant heart. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ---L5. 
Malice aforethought exists when: 
1. The evidence shows that the defendant deliberately intended to kill another human 
being without legal justification or excuse; or 
2. The defendant intentionally engaged in conduct dangerous to another under 
circumstances which demonstrated an extreme indifference to the value of human life; or 
3. The defendant deliberately intended to kill as a result of provocation which the jury 
determines would not have caused a reasonable person to have lost his self-control and reason. 
Malice as used in these instructions does not require any ill will or hatred toward the 
person killed. 
INSTRUCTION NO. 16 
The crime of Conspiracy involves an agreement by two or more persons to commit a 
cnme. They need not agree upon every detail. The agreement may be established in any manner 
sufficient to show an understanding of the parties to the agreement. It may be shown by 
evidence of an oral or written agreement, or may be implied from the conduct of the parties. 
INSTRUCTION NO. --L-+-
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Conspiracy, the state must prove each of the 
following: 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
On or between the 22nd and 23rd days of September, 2006 
in the state of Idaho 
the defendant TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK and BRIAN LEE DRAPER agreed 
to commit the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
the defendant intended that the crime would be committed; 
one of the parties to the agreement performed at least one of the following acts: 
1. On or about the 29th and/or 30th days of August, 2006, 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, did purchase and/or 
receive knives that were used in the commission of the 
murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
2. On or about the 21 st and/or 22nd days of September, 2006, 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, did travel to the residence 
located at 11372 Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, Bannock 
County, Idaho, with Brian Lee Draper to commit the 
murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
3. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK did retrieve from a vehicle a 
change of clothes, mask, and murder weapons which 
were used in the commission of the murder of Cassie 
Stoddart. 
4. On or about the 22nd and/or 23rd days of September, 2006, 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK did lie in wait in the 
downstairs portion of the residence located at 11372 
Whispering Cliffs, Pocatello, Bannock County, Idaho, in 
preparation of committing the murder of Cassie Stoddart. 
7. such act was done for the purpose of carrying out the agreement. 
If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the defendant 
guilty. If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find 
the defendant not guilty. 
lilt> 
INSTRUCTION NO. J 
f 
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain date, or "on or 
between" certain dates. If you find the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was 
committed on or between those precise dates. 
/1// 
JURy INSTRUCTION NO. J q 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act and intent. 
//1 J-
INSTRUCTION NO. 
Each count charges a separate and distinct offense. You must decide each count 
separately on the evidence and the law that applies to it, uninfluenced by your decision as to any 
other count. The defendant may be found guilty or not guilty on none, some, or all of the 
offenses charged. 
11/; 
INSTRUCTION NO. 20-A 
Evidence has been presented that the Defendant performed acts that may have resulted in 
a criminal charge(s) that are not at issue in this case. In this case, you are not to concern yourself 
with any crimes that could he potentially charged. 
1//« 
Jurv Instruction No. :J I 
Under our law and system of justice, the defendant is presumed to be innocent. The 
presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the state has the burden of proving the defendant guilty. The state has that burden 
throughout the trial. The defendant is never required to prove his innocence, nor does the 
defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the state must prove the alleged crime beyond a reasonable doubt. A reasonable 
doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. it is a doubt based on reason and common sense. 
4 \:' It is the kind of doubt which would make an ordinary person hesitant to act in the most important 
\ 
affairs of his or her own life. If after considering all the evidence you have a reasonable doubt 
about the defendant's guilt, you must find the defendant not guilty. 
/Ilf 
JUry Instruction No. 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED, that a defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be 
innocent until the contrary is proved, and in case of a reasonable doubt whether the defendant's 
guilt is satisfactorily shown, the defendant is entitled to a verdict of not guilty. This presumption 
places upon the state the burden of proving the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. 
Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not mere possible doubt, because everything 
relating to human affairs, and depending on moral evidence, is open to some possible or 
imaginary doubt. It is the state of the case which after the entire comparison and consideration of 
'v \\ all the evidence, leaves the minds of the jurors in that condition that they cannot say they fee! an 
\ 
abiding conviction, to a moral certainty, of the truth of the charge. 
1116 
JurY Instruction No. '. J3 
YOU ARE HEREBY INSTRUCTED That it is not within your province to concern 
yourself with the question of penalty or punishment that may be imposed upon a finding of guilt 
of the charges in this case. The determination of punishment is solely for the Court after the jury 
has returned a verdict finding the defendant guilty of a crime. Therefore, I instruct you not to 
concern yourself with the question of penalty or punishment. Your duty as jurors is solely to 
determine the guilt or innocence of the accused; and upon that question, and that question alone, 
you as jurors, are to vote and return your verdict. 
/1/ 7 
INSTRUCTION NO. 24 
YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that you have been given two transcripts of the homemade 
video, which you viewed during the trial. You are instructed that in the event a discrepancy is 
found between the transcripts and the videotape, you are to rely on the original videotape only. 
The transcripts are intended as an aid to assist you only. 
//I~ 
INSTRUCTION NO. 25 
It is for you, the jury, to determine from all the evidence in this case, applying the law as 
given in these instructions, whether the Defendant is guilty or not guilty of the offense[s] 
charged. 
With respect to the facts alleged in the Information, you shall return one verdict on 
murder and one verdict on conspiracy to commit first degree murder: 
COUNT 1 - MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE: 
____ GUILTY 
____ NOT GUILTY 
LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSE - 2nd DEGREE MURDER: 
In order to consider the lesser included offense of 2nd Degree Murder, you must first find 
the Defendant not guilty of First Degree Murder. 
2nd DEGREE MURDER 
____ GUILTy 
____ NOT GUILTY 
COUNT 2 - CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE: 
____ GUILTY 
____ NOT GUILTY 
/119 
INSTRUCTION NO. 26 
I have outlined for you the rules of law applicable to this case and have told you of some 
of the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to determine the facts. In a few 
minutes, counsel will present their closing remarks to you; and then you will retire to the jury 
room for your deliberations. 
The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not evidence. If you remember the 
facts differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you should base your decision on 
what you remember. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of their deliberations are important. It 
is rarely productive for a juror, at the outset, to make an emphatic expression of your opinion on 
the case or to state how you intend to vote. When you do that at the beginning, your sense of 
pride may be aroused, and you may hesitate to change your position even if shown that it is 
wrong. Remember that you are not partisans or advocates, but are judges. For you, as for me, 
there can be no triumph except in the ascertainment and declaration of the truth. 
As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another and to deliberate before making 
your individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss among yourselves all of the 
evidence you have seen and heard in this courtroom about this case, together with the law that 
relates to this case as contained in these instructions. 
During deliberations you each have a right to re-examine your own views and change 
your opinion. You should only do so if you are convinced by fair and honest discussion that 
your original opinion was incorrect based upon the evidence the jury saw and heard during the 
trial and the law as given you in these instructions. 
Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with the objective 
of reaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing your individual judgment. Each of 
you must decide this case for yourself; but you should do so only after a discussion and 
consideration of the case with your fellow jurors. 
However, none of you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight or effect of 
the evidence or as to the innocence or guilt of the Defendant because the majority of the jury 
feels otherwise or for the purpose of returning a unanimous verdict. 
//d.-I 
Jurv Instruction No. 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you as a presiding juror, who will preside 
over your deliberations. It is that person's duty to see that discussion is orderly; that the issues 
submitted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed; and that every juror has a chance to 
express himself or herself upon each question. 
In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. When you all arrive at a verdict, the 
presiding juror will sign it and you will return it into open court. 
Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by compromise. 
If, after considering aU of the instructions in their entirety, and after having fully 
discussed the evidence before you, the jury determines that it is necessary to communicate with 
me, you may send a note by the bailiff. You are not to reveal to me or anyone else how the jury 
stands until you have reached a verdict or unless you are instructed by me to do so. 
A verdict form suitable to any conclusion you may reach will be submitted to you with 
these instructions. 
11J.tl. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
Case No. CR-06-17984-FE-AA-C 
VERDICT FORM ~: ......• .. -.~. " ~-- - -"' ~-"~ 0-
'"'- ~ 
We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above-entitled action, for our verdIct, 
unanimously answer the questions submitted to us as follows: 
COUNT I: 
Question No.1: Is Torey Michael Adamcik guilty or not guilty of Murder in the First Degree? 
Guilty L Not Guilty __ 
In order to consider the lesser included offense of 2nd Degree Murder, you must first find 
the Defendant not guilty of First Degree Murder. 
Question No.2: Is Torey Michael Adamcik guilty or not guilty of Second Degree Murder? 
Guilty __ Not Guilty __ 
COUNT II: 
Is Torey Michael Adamcik guilty or not guilty of Conspiracy to Commit Murder in the First 
Degree? 
Guilty L Not Guilty __ 
~v./'U- (CS. 
DATED this 'i(11.. day of~, 2007. 
Presiding Jufor 
\ //~J 
\ .. " 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
ON JURY TRIAL 
Defendant appeared before the Court in Bannock County following Jury selection 
in Twin Falls County for Trial by Jury this 31 st day of May, 2007, with counsel, Bron M. 
Rarnmell, Aaron N. Thompson, and Gregory C. May of the Firm Dial, May & Rammell, 
Chartered. Mark L. Hiedeman, Bannock County Prosecuting Attorney, and Vic A. 
Pearson, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State. 
The following jurors from Twin Falls County were impaneled and sequestered: 
Albert McAvoy 
Susan Kersey 
Joyce Hedberg 
Lisa Knecht 
Jarom Brown 
James Wahlen 
Debra Wilson 
Ray Carroll 
Rob Steinke 
Gwenette Boyd 
James Peltier 
Timothy Fiscus 
Sheri Wells 
Lance McBride 
The Court read the Sequestering Order to the Jury and admonished the jury about 
discussing the case prior to deliberation. 
Clerk read the Amended Prosecuting Attorney's Information. 
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Mark L. Hiedeman on behalf of the State gave opening statement. 
Aaron Thompson on behalf of Defendant gave opening statement. 
State called Allison Contreras, owner of the crime scene home, who was sworn 
and testified. 
State's Exhibit #1, photograph of home at Whispering Pines, marked for 
identification purposes, was admitted and published to the Jury. 
State advised non-testifying witnesses were excused from the courtroom. Court 
advised counsel will be responsible that their non-testifying witnesses are not present in 
f the courtroom. The Court further advised Detective Andy Thomas, and Lt Toni Vollmer, 
II) 
I) 
and Defendant's parents are the exception. The State moved to allow the victim's parents 
to be present. The State's Motion was GRANTED. 
State's Exhibit #2, photograph of back side of Whispering Cliffs residence, was 
marked, admitted and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #3, aerial photograph of Whispering Cliffs home was marked for 
identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #4, aerial photograph with 11732 Whispering Cliffs circled in red, 
was marked for identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence and 
published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #5, photograph of broken glass on stairway in Whispering Cliffs 
residence, was marked for identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #6, CD of911 telephone call from 11732 Whispering Cliffs, was 
marked for identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
Witness was excused. 
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Court recessed at 3:26 P.M., and reconvened at 3:45 P.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
State called William John Underwood, Bannock County Sheriff's Office, who 
was sworn and testified. 
State called Laura Rosa, Bannock County Sheriff's Office, who was sworn and 
testified. 
Witness excused. 
State called Detective Karen Hatch, Bannock County Sheriff's Office, Detective 
Division, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness was excused with right to be recalled. 
State called Anna Stoddart, victim's mother, was sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit #7, a photograph of the victim, Cassie Stoddart, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted, and published to the Jury. 
Witness excused and allowed to remain in the courtroom. 
Court recessed at 4:48 p.m., jurors admonished regarding discussion of the case 
and advised to reconvene Friday, June 1,2007, at 9:00 a.m. 
Court reconvened Friday, June 1,2007, at 9:04 a.m., the Court noting Defendant 
and counsel are present. 
Outside the presence of the Jury, Defendant's Objection to Title of Adamcik 
Interview Disc, Defendant withdrew the Objection and stipulated to introduction of the 
disc. 
Jury reconvened in the courtroom the Court noting all present. 
State called Victor Price, victim's stepfather, who was sworn and testified. 
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Witness excused and allowed to remain in courtroom 
State called Matt Beckham, victim's boyfriend, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness identified the Defendant. 
Witness excused but advised to remain available for further testimony. 
State called Sherri Beckham, Matt's mother, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 10:30 a.m., the jurors admonished and reconvened at 10:52 a.m. 
the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors present. 
State called Lt. John Ganske, Idaho State Police, Criminal Investigation Division, 
who was sworn and testified. 
Witness identified the Defendant. 
State's Exhibit #8, Adamcik Written Statement, was marked for identification 
purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #9, photograph of Defendant's vehicle, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the jury. 
State's Exhibit #10, photograph of Defendant's hands palms up, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the jury. 
State's Exhibit #11, Idaho State Police Miranda Rights Form of Defendant, was 
marked for identification and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #12, CD Interview of Defendant, was marked for identification 
purposes, admitted into evidence and played to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #13, Torey Adamcik's Sketch #1, was marked for identification 
purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
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State's Exhibit #14, Torey Adamcik's Sketch #2, was marked for identification 
purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
Witness continued testimony. 
Court recessed at 2:26 P.M. and reconvened at 2:49 P.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel, and all jurors present. 
Lt. John Ganske, recalled and continued testimony. 
Court recessed at 4:40 P.M. and reconvened at 4:27 P.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
Lt. John Ganske recalled and continued testimony. 
Court recessed at 5: 17 P.M., jurors admonished and advised to reconvene 
Saturday, June 2, 2007, at 9:00 A.M. 
Court reconvened Saturday, June 2, 2007, at 9:04 A.M. the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
State called Deputy Sheriff Andy Thomas, Detective with Bannock County 
Sheriff's Office who was sworn and testified. 
Court recessed at 10:29 A.M.,jurors admonished, and reconvened at 10:47 A.M. 
the Court noting Defendant, counsel, and all jurors present. 
Detective Andy Thomas was recalled and continued testimony. 
Noon recess at 12:06 P.M., jurors admonished and advised to reconvene at 1:15 
P.M. 
Court reconvened at 1: 14 P.M., outside the presence of the Jury. Counsel for 
Defendant moved that the Cassie Stoddart picture pins being worn by the victim's family 
be removed. The Court received comments of respective counsel and thereafter advised 
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the pins were to be removed while the individuals are in the courtroom. 
The Jury was returned to the courtroom at 1:22 P.M. 
Detective Andy Thomas was thereafter excused, but allowed to remain in the 
courtroom at counsel table. 
State called Detective Alex Hamilton, Bannock County Sheriffs Department, 
who was sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit #15, photograph of victim at Whispering Cliffs residence, was 
marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury 
State's Exhibit #16, photograph of victim's body at Whispering Cliffs residence, 
was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the 
Jury. 
State's Exhibit #17, autopsy photograph of victim' s upper body, marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #18, autopsy photograph of victim's torso, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #19, autopsy photograph of victim's legs, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #20, autopsy photograph of victim's chest, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #21, autopsy photograph of victim's back was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #22, autopsy wounds photograph - 1, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
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State's Exhibit #23, autopsy wounds photograph - 2, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #24, autopsy wounds photograph -18 marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #25, autopsy wounds photograph - 19, marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #26, autopsy wounds photograph - 26, marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #27, autopsy wounds photograph - 29, marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibits #29 through #52 autopsy photographs of small wounds 3 through 
30, with the exception of#50 - wound # 27, were marked for identification purposes and 
stipulated into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #50, autopsy photograph of wound - 27 was marked for 
identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit # 53, aerial photograph of Black Rock - 1 area, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #54, aerial photograph of Black Rock - 2, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #55, Black Rock photograph showing matches, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #56, Black Rock photograph showing boots, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
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State's Exhibit #57, Black Rock photograph of Sony videotape was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #58, Black Rock photograph of items 1-26, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #59, Black Rock photograph of items 7-26, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
Court recessed at 2:46 P.M., jurors admonished and reconvened at 3:02 P.M. with 
the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
Detective Hamilton continued testimony. 
Witness excused, but advised to be available for possible, further testimony. 
State call Patrol Lt. Mike Brennan, City of Pocatello Police Department, who was 
sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 3:24 P.M., jurors admonished, advised to reconvene, Monday, 
June 4, 2007, at 1 :00 P.M. 
Court reconvened Monday, June 4,2007, at 1 :00 P.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
State called Detective Mark Ballard, Bannock County Sheriff s Office, who was 
sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit #60, Cassie's white with green trim sweatshirt, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #61, Cassie's t-top and pajama bottoms, were marked for 
identification purposes, admitted and published. 
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State's Exhibit #62, Cassie's underwear, marked for identification purposes, 
admitted, and published. 
State's Exhibit #63, stick matches in a plastic bag found outside the hole at Black 
Rock, was marked for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #64, black boots in plastic bag from Black Rock hole, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #65, Rubber gloves found at Black Rock hole, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #66, Athletic Works Fingerless gloves found at Black Rock, 
marked for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #67, melted brown bottle found at Black Rock, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #68, Multi colored mask found at Black Rock, marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #69, Large dagger and sheath found at Black Rock, marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #70, Silver "Sloan" knife, found at Black Rock, marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #71, Small dagger and sheath, found at Black Rock, marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #72, homemade videotape original found at Black Rock, marked 
for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #73, matches found inside hole at Black Rock, marked for 
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identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #74, Black handled serrated knife found at Black Rock, marked 
for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #75, Notebook Page found in Black Rock now housed in a 
wooden frame, was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and 
published. 
State's Exhibit #76, Red and White Mask found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #77, Left handed black glove found at Black Rock, was marked 
for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #78, Puma gloves found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #79, Blue garbage bag found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #80, Calvin Klein Shirt found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published 
State's Exhibit #81, Haggar Shirt found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #82, White and gray sock found at Black Rock, was marked for 
identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #83, black cord/rope found at Black Rock was marked for 
identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #84, Notebook from Adamcik house, was marked for 
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identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #85, photograph of Calvin Klein Shirt, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #86, photograph of Haggar Shirt, was marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #87, Photograph at Adamcik home showing 2 shovels, was 
marked for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #88, Photograph at Adamcik home of a single shovel, was marked 
for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #89, Transcript of the videotape, marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. Twelve copies were made for the jurors and 
marked State's Exhibit 89 A through L and admitted into evidence. 
State's Exhibit #90, photograph of Cassie taken from videotape at school, was 
marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published. 
State's Exhibit #91, copy of Exhibit #72, videotape, was marked for identification 
purposes and admitted into evidence. 
Court recessed and reconvened, Detective Hamilton continued testimony. 
The Court noted counsel stipulated, due to technical difficulties, that the copy of 
the videotape could be played to the jury; however, upon retiring to deliberate they are to 
watch the "original tape" and so instructed the jurors. 
Exhibit #91, copy of the videotape, was played to the jury. 
Court recessed at 3:47 P.M., jurors admonished and reconvened at 4:03 P.M., the 
Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
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State called Detective Lt. Toni Vollmer, Bannock County Sheriff's Office, was 
sworn and testified. 
Witness stepped down but remained in the courtroom at counsel table. 
State called Joe Lucero, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness identified the Defendant. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed for the day at 5:23 P.M., the jurors admonished and advised to 
reconvene Tuesday, June 5, 2007, at 9:00 A.M. 
Court reconvened Tuesday, June 5, 2007, at 9:01 A.M., outside the presence of 
the Jury, the Court noting Defendant and counsel are present. 
Counsel for Defendant moved that Detective Pratt not be allowed to testify. The 
Court received oral argument of respective counsel. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH the Judgment of this Court and this 
Court has reviewed this issue and Detective Pratt will be allowed to testify based on the 
argument of the State and the Court feels this evidence is relevant and the probative value 
would not be outweighed by the prejudicial value. 
State called Scott Schaffer, Licensed Practical Nurse at Bannock County Jail, who 
was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
State called Detective Jeff J. Pratt, Idaho Falls Police Department, who was sworn 
and testified 
Counsel for Defendant stipulated that regarding Exhibit #8 and Exhibit #75 are in 
Defendant Adamcik's hand writing. 
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Detective Pratt continued testimony. 
State's Exhibit #92, CD prepared by Detective Jeff Pratt of power point 
presentation was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and 
published to the Jury. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 9:46 A.M., jurors admonished. 
Court reconvened at 10:00 A.M., the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all 
jurors present. 
State called Steve M. Skoumal, M.D., Pathologist and owner of Western 
Pathology, who was sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit #93, Autopsy Report WA0666 prepared by Dr. Steve Skoumal in 
connection with the autopsy of victim, Cassie Stoddart on 9/25/05. 
Court recessed at 11 :55 A.M., jurors admonished and advised to reconvene at 
1:15 P.M. 
Court reconvened with the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors present. 
Dr. Skoumal continued testimony. 
Witness excused. 
State called Charles O. Garrison, M.D., who was sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit #94, Power Point CD prepared by Dr. Charles Garrison, was 
marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
Court recessed at 3:33 P.M., jurors admonished and reconvened at 3:52 P.M. the 
Court noting the Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
Dr. Garrison continued testimony 
Case No.CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Minute Entry and Order on Jury Trial 
Page 13 of23 
IIJb 
Witness was excused. 
Court recessed, jurors admonished, advised to reconvene Wednesday, June 6, 
2007, at 9:00 A.M. 
Court reconvened, Wednesday, June 6,2007, at 9:00 A.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
State called Stacey Guess, Idaho State Forensic Services, Forensic Scientist II, 
who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
State called Cynthia Hall, Supervisor, Idaho State Forensic Services, Forensic 
Scientist IV, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 10:36 A.M, jurors admonished. 
Reconvened outside the presence of the Jury at 10:57 A.M., Defendant and 
counsel present. 
The State rested. 
Defendant, pursuant to Rule 29 moved for a Directed Verdict. 
The Court received oral argument of respective counsel. 
IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED the Defendant's Motion for Directed Verdict 
pursuant to Rule 29 due to the evidence before the Jury is DENIED. 
Defendant thereafter moved to admit "Movie", a compilation of Defendant's 
home videos. 
Oral argument of respective counsel. The State objecting. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant's motion to admit "Movie", is 
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GRANTED and said evidence will be introduced and admitted. State's objection will 
continue. 
Jury returned to courtroom at 11: l3 A.M. 
State rested before the Jury. 
Defendant called Shannon Adamcik, Defendant's mother, who was sworn and 
testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit D, "Movie", a compilation CD of Defendant's homemade 
videos was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to 
\ h '\~ teJury. 
Counsel stipulated that the Court Reporter is not required to report the CD. 
Defendant's Exhibit E, Zumeiz clothing store in Pine Ridge Mall receipt, was 
marked for identification purposes and same was published to the Jury. 
Court recessed at 12:09 P.M., the Jurors admonished, advised to reconvene at 
1:30 P.M. 
Court reconvened at 1 :39 P.M., the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors 
present. 
Shannon Adamcik was recalled, admonished she is still under oath and continued 
testimony. 
State's Exhibit #95, photograph of Defendant's room, marked for identification 
purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #96, photograph of Defendant's room, showing movies on 
shelves, was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to 
the Jury. 
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State's Exhibit #97, photograph of Defendant's room, bookcase showing movies, 
was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #98, photograph (small) of Defendant's room with movies, 
marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #99, photograph (small) of Defendant's room with movies, 
marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
State's Exhibit #100, photograph (small) of Defendant's room with video games 
and mask, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
Witness excused allowed to remain in the courtroom. 
Defendant called Rudolph Riet, Consultant, who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit F, Curriculum Vitae of Rudoph Riet, was marked for 
identification, 
Court recessed at 3 :03 P.M., jurors admonished. 
Court reconvened at 3 :20 P.M., the Court noting Defendant, counsel, and all 
jurors present. 
Rudolph Riet recalled and continued testimony. 
Defendant's Exhibit U, photograph of a Sloan knife, was marked for 
identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
Defendant's Exhibit V, photograph of hilt detail on a Sloan knife, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
Defendant's Exhibit CC, photograph of wound using a pig's leg, was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
Defendant's Exhibit K, photograph of hilt detail using a pig's leg, marked for 
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identification purposes but not admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit J, photograph of stab wound, was marked for identification 
purposes but not admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit I, photograph of hilt detail, was marked for identification 
purposes not admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit H, photograph of another view of hilt detail, was marked for 
identification purposes but was not admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit G, photograph overall of knife w/blunt and smooth edge, was 
marked but not admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibits, photographs L, M, N, 0, P, Q, R, S, and T, were marked 
for identification purposes but not admitted into evidence. 
The Jury was removed from the Courtroom at 3:47 P.M., and counsel for 
Defendant requested time to make an offer of proof. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed, jurors admonished, advised to reconvene Thursday, June 7, 2007 
at 9:00 A.M. 
Court reconvened Thursday, June 7, 2007, at 9:06 A.M., the Court noting 
Defendant, counsel and all jurors present. 
Defendant called Dr. Edward Leis, M.D., who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit DD, CD Power Point of Dr. Leis, was marked for 
identification purposes, admitted into evidence, and published to the Jury. 
Court recessed at 10:43 A.M., jurors admonished. 
Court reconvened at 11:01 A.M., the Court noting Defendant is present, counsel 
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and all jurors present. 
Dr. Leis continued testimony. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Kelly Brockhohn, MFS, Crime Scene Technologies of San 
Diego California, who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit EE, Curriculum Vitae of Kelly Brockhohn, MFS, was 
marked for identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
Defendant's Exhibit FF, Report of Kelly Brockhohn, MFS, dated April 22, 2007, 
was marked for identification purposes, admitted into evidence and published to the Jury. 
Witness excused. 
Noon recess, jurors admonished, advised to reconvene at 1:20 P.M. 
Court reconvened at 1 :25 P.M., the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors 
are present. 
Defendant called Detective Andy Thomas, who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit QQ, photograph with white evidence placards numbered 6-
11, marked for identification, admitted, and published. 
Defendant's Exhibit HH photograph, yellow evidence placards, was marked for 
identification, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit II photograph, white placards leaving living room 10, 11, 13, 
14, 17 and 19, marked for identification purposes, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit JJ photograph, yellow evidence placards 7, 12,8,5, 13, 14, 
marked for identification, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit KK photograph, 2 yellow #10, #12 evidence placards, 
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marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit LL photograph, white placard #12 jacket on couch, marked, 
admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit MM photograph, #5, #13, yellow evidence placards, marked, 
admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit NN photograph, white evidence placards #13, #14, #16, 
marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit 00 photograph, white evidence placards #10, #11, #7, #13, 
#14, #17, marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit PP photograph, white evidence placards # 17, 18, 19, and 23, 
marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit QQ photograph, white evidence placards 18, 19, and 23, 
marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit RR photograph, downstairs placards 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
marked, admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit SS photograph, yellow evidence placards 17, 18, marked, 
admitted, published. 
Defendant's Exhibit TT, "Ideas for the Movie", was marked for identification 
purposes, admitted and published to the jury. 
Defendant called Mark Klingler, Consultant, who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit UU, Curriculum Vitae for Mark Klingler was marked for 
identification purposes and admitted into evidence. 
Witness excused. 
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Recess at 2:00 P.M., jurors admonished. 
Reconvened at 2:27 P.M. outside the presence of the jury, the Court received oral 
argument regarding Defendant's Objection to Testimony of Don Wyckoff. Court 
Exhibit ZZZ, written statement of Don Wyckoff was marked for identification purposes. 
IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED Defendant's Objection to Testimony of Don 
Wyckoff is DENIED and said witness will be allowed to testify as a rebuttal witness. 
Court recessed at 2:41 P.M. jurors admonished, and reconvened at 3 :00 P.M., the 
Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors are present. 
Defendant rested. 
State called Don Wyckoff, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
State called Roger Schei, Patrol Sgt., Pocatello Police Department, who was 
sworn and testified. 
State rested. 
State stipulated to admit Defendant's Exhibit VV transcript of videotape prepared 
by OC Transcription Services, which was marked and admitted into evidence. 
Court recessed, jurors admonished, advised to reconvene at 9:00 A.M., Friday, 
June 8, 2007. 
Counsel shall appear at 8:30 A.M. for Jury Instruction Conference. 
Court reconvened at 8:30 A.M., June 8, 2007, outside the presence of the Jury, the 
Court noting Mark L. Hiedeman and Vic A. Pearson present on behalf of the State. 
Defendant, present with counsel Bron Rammell and Aaron Thompson. 
The Court inquired of the State regarding the Court's Proposed Jury Instructions. 
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The State had no objection to the Court's Proposed Instructions, no objection to the 
proposed Verdict, and no objection to the State's Instructions given but not used. 
The Court inquired of Defense counsel, and Defendant's counsel objected to the 
following Proposed Jury Instructions #7A, #10, #12, #13 and #13A and the Court 
received oral argument. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant's objections are noted. Defendant had 
no objection to the proposed Verdict Form. 
Counsel stipulated to waive the reporting of the reading of the Jury Instructions. 
The Jury was returned to the courtroom and the Court read Instructions 1 through 
27 to the Jury. 
State's first closing by Vic A. Pearson. 
Defendant's closing by Bron N. Rammell. 
State's final closing by Mark L. Hiedeman. 
Alternate jurors, picked by random draw, were Timothy Fiscus and James 
Wahlen. 
Upon inquiry of the Court the Jurors voted to continue deliberation after 5:00 
P.M., if necessary. 
Clerk swore the Bailiff to oversee the Jury during deliberation. 
Court recessed at 11: 12 A.M. with the Jury retiring to deliberate. 
The Bailiff was thereafter informed the Jury had reached a Verdict. 
Court reconvened at 7:16 P.M., the Court noting Defendant, counsel and all jurors 
are present. 
The Presiding Juror, Robb Steinke, advised the Court a Verdict had been 
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rendered. 
The Court inquired if all jurors agreed on the Verdict and all responded 
affirmatively. 
Thereafter, the Court read the Verdict wherein Defendant was found GUILTY in 
Count I of Murder in the First Degree and Count II Conspiracy to Commit Murder in the 
First Degree. A copy ofthe Verdict is attached hereto. 
The State did not desire the Jury be polled. 
Defendant did desire the Jury be polled and the Court polled the jury with each 
l-] juror responding affirmatively to the Verdict. 
IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED a Presentence Investigation Report shall be 
prepared prior to sentencing in this matter and this case is referred to the Idaho 
Department of Corrections, Probation and Parole Division for preparation of said Report. 
The Court requests the Report be delivered to Court and respective counsel on or before 
Tuesday, July 31,2007. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Sentencing in this matter is set Thursday, August 
9,2007, at 9:00 a.Ill., District Courtroom No. 300, Bannock County Courthouse. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant is herewith REMANDED to the custody 
of the Bannock County Sheriff with NO BAIL. 
Court recessed at 7:21 P.M. and the Jury released. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 12th day of June, 2007. 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron ThompsonIBron Rammell 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Probation and Parole 
Jerri Wooley, Twin Falls Jury Commissioner 
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MARK L. HIEDEMAN 
BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-0050 
Telephone (208) 236-7280 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-06-17984-FE-C 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
SENTENCING 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through MARK L. HIEDEMAN, 
Prosecuting Attorney for Bannock County, Idaho, and respectfully moves this Court for an 
Order continuing the SENTENCING HEARING scheduled on AUGUST 9, 2007, before 
the Honorable PETER D. McDERMOn on the grounds and for the reasons that the 
Idaho Prosecuting Attorney's Association Summer Conference is scheduled during that 
time. 
4-
DATED this J;? day of June, 2007. 
Prosecuting Attorney 
cc: Bron Rammell - fax 
//'/1 
.: 
\. 
./ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRI~. 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) ORDER 
) 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, ) 
 ) 
) 
) 
BRIAN LEE DRAPER, ) CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE 
 ) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
The Motion to Continue the Sentencing filed by the Bannock County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office is GRANTED. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED the sentencing previously 
set August 9,2007, is VACATED and reset to commence Tuesday, August 21, 2007, at 
9:00 A.M., 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED counsel for the State and Defendant shall file a 
written list of witnesses to be called at the sentencing hearing. Said list shall be filed with 
this Court with copies to opposing counsel on or before August 15,2007. No person 
shall be allowed to testify at the sentencing hearing who is not revealed on the list. 
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IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this lih day of June, 2007. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanNic A. Pearson 
Aaron Thompson/Bron Rarnmell 
Probation and Parole 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Bannock County Court Marshal - Carrie Zitterkopft 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
y. 
-:r<z(' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
PETER MCDERMONT 
District Judge 
STEPHANIE DAVIS 
Court Reporter 
SHARIE COOPER 
Deputy Clerk 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TORY MICHAEL ADAMCEK, 
Defendants. 
Jury selection 
MAY 30, 2007 9:00 a. m. 
Date 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Time 
MINUTE ENTRY 
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Present in Court are Mark Hiedeman, Prosecutor and Vic Pearson Chief Deputy 
Prosecutor for State of Idaho, Bron Brammell and Aaron Thompson for defendant Tory 
Adamcek. 
9:05 Court in session. 
9:09 Potential jury panel sworn for voir dire. 
9:12 Clerk read charge into record. 9:36 Clerk called 38 jurors. 9:37 Clerk read charge 
again. 9:38 Court voir dires jury panel. 
Jurors informed Court will run 9 to 5 Monday thru Saturday with a morning break, 
afternoon break and lunch break. 
Julie Fileds 9 has letter from employer, only one in company to do payroll, excused. 
Clerk called Larry Fullmer 9 A. 
Steve Deue1l12 has concerns about being the soul income for his family. 
Larry Fullmer 9A has concerns about his income also. 12 and 9A excused. 
Joyce Hedberg 9B and Douglas Black 12A called. 
Vernice Tucker 17 caregiver for mother-in-law excused. 
Susan Kersey 17 A called. 
COURT MINUTES - 1 
Donovan Glass 21 getting married on Saturday, excused. 
James Boutwell21A called. 
Kevin Keller 22 concerns about family business and needing to be available by phone. 
Earney Haner 29 needs to care for cows, excused. 
Gwenette Boyd 29A called. 
Reda Gomsky 26, oldest son graduates Friday, excused. 
James Peltier 26A called. 
Robert Skeen 33 had heart operation, excused. 
James Springer 33A called. 
Rory Parry 30 single Father, excused. 
Larae Talamantes 30A called. 
April Stimpson nurses baby, excused. 
Carol Mealy 35A called, daughter graduates on Friday, excused. 
David Luntsford 35B called, wife has medical condition and closing on house this week, 
excused. 
Terissa Wheeler 35C Called. 
10:30 Court in recess. 
10:47 Court reconvenes. Mr. Hiedeman voir dires jury panel. 
12:05 Court in recess for the lunch hour will reconvene at 1 :30 pm. 
1 :32 Court reconvenes. 
Melvin Camell32 excused for cause. 
Caryn Kelley 32A called only one who does payroll at her job, excused. 
Alicia Pereyra-Malone called. 
2:03 Mr. Hiedeman passes the panel for cause. Mr. Brommell voir dires panel. 
Mr. Abernathy 27 excused. 
Ricky Gutknecht 27 A daughter graduates Friday, excused. 
Marge Garey 27B called. 
2:22 Mr. Heideman voir dires Ms. Garey 27B, passes juror for cause. 
2:25 Mr. Brammell continues voir dire. 
2:48 Mr. Hiedeman asks question in aid of objection Juror 16 Geanne Blick Choate, 
excused for cause. No objection by Mr. Hiedeman. 
Tyler McLaughlin 16A called. 
Mr Hiedeman voir dires juror 16A, passes juror for cause. 
3:06 Court in recess. 
3 :25 Court reconvenes. Counsel and jurors present. 
3:55 Court instructs Mr. Brummel to move on questioning is not proper voir dire. 
4:04 Objection by Mr. Hiedeman, sustained. Court instructs Mr. Brammel to move on not 
proper voir dire. 
4:06 Objection by Mr. Hiedeman, overruled. 
4:15 Mr. Thompson voir dires. 
4:26 Defense passes general pool for cause. 
II~I 
COURT MINUTES - 2 
Counsel and Court met in chambers. 4:28 Richard Craddock called to chambers for voir 
dire. 4:34 Kasey Kimmel called to chambers for voir dire. Brammel challenged. Court 
denied. 4:45 Julie S1. Clair called to chambers for voir dire. Brammel challenged, passes 
for cause. 4:51 Ray Carroll called to chambers, Brammel challenged, passes for cause. 
Panel passed for cause. 
5:00 Court in brief recess. 
5:22 Court reconvenes. Peremptory challenges conducted. Court read Jury instruction 1. 
5:46 Court read peremptory challenges. Jurors numbers 24, 23, 33, 37, 7, 1, 16, 15,35, 
12,30,32,4,5,6,22,27, 14, 13,25,31,21,8 and 11 were called for peremptory 
challenges. 
5:54 Jury panel called Sherry Wales, Ray Carroll, Rob Steinke, Timothy Fiscus, Susan 
Kersey, James Wathen, Gwenette Boyd, Albert Mcavoy, Joyce Hedberg, Debra Wilson, 
James Boutwell, Lance Mcbride, Lisa Knecht and Jarom Brown. Remaining potential 
jurors excused. 5:55 Jury panel sworn. Jurors instructed by Court to return to the 
Courthouse by 9:15 in the morning no later than 9:30. Bus will be located in maintanence 
parking lot waiting. Court will start at 2:00 pm in the afternoon. Court strongly 
admonished jury panel in regards to talking about this case or doing any research on this 
case. 6:05 Court in recess for the day. 
COURT MINUTES - 3 
07-24-'07 08:43 FROM-DIAL MAY & HAMMELL 
Bron M. Rammel!, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson. Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax:: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
2082342961 T-121 P004 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MOTION TO BIFURCATE 
SENTENCING 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
Torey Adamcik, by and through his counsel of record, Aaron N. Thompson of the 
firm Dial, May & RammeIl, Chrt., hereby moves this Court for an Order bifurcating 
sentencing of Torey Adamcik from the sentencing of Brian Lee Draper. Grounds and 
reasoning for as such are as follows: 
1. It is anticipated that Mr. Draper's sentencing hearing will take a 
significant amount of time. Mr. Adamcik is scheduled to go second. 
It is highly prejudicial for Mr. Adamcik, all of his witnesses, and his 
counsel to wait on the completion of Mr. Draper's sentencing; 
2. Said hearing, in its CUrrent fonnat, would be extremely expensive to 
Mr. Adamcik. This would require Mr. Adamcik's attomeys, their 
expert witnesses, and individuals he may call andlor subpoena and 
wait for a significant period of time; 
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3. The Defendants, Mr. Draper and Mr. Adamcik. have been severed by 
this Court since January 24, 2007. In order to ensure fairness in the 
sentencing, the two Defendants should be considered separately at two 
separate hearings, maintaining a high level of integrity in the process. 
4. Idaho law mandates an individualized sentencing, by which a 
particular defendant is entitled to a sentencing commensurate with his 
own merits and mitigating circumstances; 
5. This hearing has the potential to be extremely anta~onistic. Pursuant 
to Gardner v. Florida, 431 U.S. 953, 97 S. Ct. 2671 (1977)., Mr. 
Adamcik is entitled to all documents and items the Court: uses to 
consider the sentencing. Therefore, Mr. Adamcik would be entitled to 
Mr. Draper's Pre Sentence Investigation, and all supporting and 
aggravating documents, and vice versa. Failure to exchange this 
information, with the hearing in the current format, will create 
appealable error. 
This Motion is based upon the relevant Idaho Rule of Criminal Procedure. 
DATED thiS~Of July, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defen£l>Int.-~~~-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Motion to Bifurcate Sentencing was served 
on the following named personal at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205·0050 
DATED tl1i~f July, 2007. 
( ) U.S. Mail 
~~ ] Hand Delivery 
l ~] Facsimile 
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Bron M. R.anunell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984~FE-AA 
OBJECTION TO 
HANDWRITING ANALYSIS 
The defendant, Torey Adamcik, objects to the expert testimony of Detective Pratt 
that Torey drafted the handwritten documents police found at Blackrock Canyon. Torey 
has already stipUlated that he wrote those documents. If a defendant has already 
stipulated to facts that are the sole evidentiary purpose of a piece of inflammatory 
evidence, admitting the evidence anyway is an abuse of the court's discretion. See, e.g., 
Old Chief v. United Slates, 519 U.S. 172 (1997). 
Any other evidence to prove Torey wrote the documents is cumulative. And, 
because expert testimony about the handwriting would involve a lengthy display of 
inflammatory words like "murder" and "kill," the risk of unfair prejudice is extremely 
high. Because the handwriting analysis has no apparent probative value in light of 
Torey's stipulation. its nonexistent probative vaLue is substantially outweighed by waste 
of time Or the risk of unfair prejudice. Therefore, Torey respectfully requests this Court 
exercise its discretion under Idaho Rule of Evidence 403 to exclude the handwriting 
analysis from admission. 
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06-04-'07 07:08 FROM-DlAL MAY ~ ~'~LL 
DATED this 4th day of June, 2007.. 
1 OQU 1. IC}VV 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant 
I certify that On this date a copy of the Objection to Handwriting Analysis was 
served on the following named person at the addresses shown and in the manner 
indicated. 
Bannock Couuty Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 4th day of June, 2007. 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] H~Delivery 
(~csimile 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
Plaintiff, VOIRE DIRE BRIEF 
~ t., vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
Because the Defendant intends to engage in extensive voir dire examination, and 
because the Idaho Court of Appeals has recently clarified the law with respect to voir dire 
in criminal cases, the Defendant felt it expedient to submit this Brief. 
1. A criminal defendant has a constitutional right to trial by impartial jury. 
Idaho Const. Art. 1, §§ 7, 13; U.S. Const. Amends. V, VI, XIV. 
2. "The greatest certainty that an accused's constitutional right to an impartial 
jury will be safeguarded is achieved by excusing for cause jurors who, after 
admitting bias, do no more than make equivocal assurances of an effort to be 
impartial". State v. Hauser, 143 Idaho 603 (ct. app. 2006), rev. den. (2007). 
3. Actual bias is "the existence of a state of mind on the part of the juror in 
reference to the case, or to either of the parties, which, in the exercise of a 
//:it 
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sound discretion on the part of the trier, leads to the inference that he will not 
act with entire impartiality" id.; I.C. §19-2019(2) 
4. "If the trial court resolves any doubt on the side of disqualification 'the worse 
that the court would have done in most cases is to replace one impartial juror 
with another impartial juror'. id. 
5. "Whereas, resolving doubt in favor of retaining the juror can result in the 
deprivation of a fair trial". id. 
6. "Any justified doubt that a venireman can 'stand indifferent in the cause' 
ought to be resolved in favor of the accused." id. 
7. Wide latitude is to be given to attorneys in asking questions to determine 
whether a potential juror should be challenged either peremptorily or for 
cause. State v. McKeehan, 91 Idaho 808, 819 (1967).; State v. Severence, 132 
Idaho 637 (ct. app. 1999). 
8. Resolving doubt in favor of replacing a juror " ... gives full effect to the 
language to I.C § 19-2019 (2), which calls for disqualification of a juror who 
exhibits a state of mind that 'leads to the inference that he will not act with 
entire impartiality" ~ser. 
DATED thisjJL~ay of May, 2007. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Voir Dire Brief was served on the 
following named personal at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this ~ay of May, 2007. 
//6 0 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[~Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile 
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Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
The defendant, Torey Adamcik, objects to the court's proposed jury instructions, 
and specifically instructions nos. 12, 13, 14, 21, and 24. A Memorandum in support of 
this Motion is attached. 
DATED this K day of June, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant 
/.//:, / 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Objection to the Proposed Jury 
Instructions was served on the following named person at the addresses shown and in the 
manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DA TED this ffday of June, 2007. 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ --1fland Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile 
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Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanIP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED 
JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
The defendant, Torey Adamcik, objects to the proposed jury instructions, and 
specifically proposed instructions nos. 12, 13, 14,21, and 24. 
Instruction No. 12 
This instruction allows the jury to convict Torey Adamcik if they find he 
"engaged in conduct which caused the death of Cassie Jo Stoddart." The Idaho Supreme 
Court previously upheld the "engaged in conduct" phrase from this instruction, holding it 
was neither confusing nor in need of clarification. State v. Butcher, 137 Idaho 125, 135, 
47 P.3d 1180, 1190 (2002). However, the court only upheld it because it referred "to the 
specific criminal acts addressed in subsequent instructions on the specific homicide 
offense charged and any lesser-included offenses," including specific instructions about 
whether the defendant shot the victim or aided his killer. /d. 
In this case, the subsequent jury instructions do not address any specific criminal 
acts. As Butcher implied, this instruction is impermissibly confusing absent subsequent, 
II/:, '3 
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specific clarification. Therefore, the phrase should be augmented or replaced with more 
specific instructions. 
A related problem is whether Instruct No.12 vanes fatally from the charging 
document. This instruction allows the jury to convict the defendant of Murder if they 
find he "engaged in conduct which caused the death of Cassie Jo Stoddart." However, 
the charging document alleged the defendant did "kill a murder Cassie Stoddart, a human 
being, by purchasing knives and stabbing Cassie Stoddart from which the victim died in 
Bannock County, Idaho." Instruction No.12 does not require the state to have proven any 
of those details except that Cassie died and that Torey abstractly caused her death. 
This represents a fatal variance between the charging document and the jury 
instructions. A fatal variance occurs, and due process has been denied, when "the 
defendant was misled or embarrassed in the preparation or presentation of his defense." 
State v. Montoya, 140 Idaho 160, 90 P.3d 910 (Ct.App. 2004). To allow the state to rely 
on specific allegations in the charging document, then abandon that specificity at trial or 
in the jury instructions, would mislead the defendant in preparing his defense. Exactly 
that will happen here if this jury instruction is used. Therefore, use ofInstruction No.12 
would violate the defendant's right to due process. 
Furthermore, even if the instruction is allowed, the fourth numbered line, which 
refers to justification or excuse, must be removed. "The phrase "without justification or 
excuse, and" should be deleted if that issue is not raised by the evidence, and paragraphs 
four and five should be modified accordingly." Comment to ICJI704. The defense has not 
presented evidence of either justification or excuse, and therefore the line that refers to them 
should be removed. 
Instruction No.13 
After listing the special circumstances that raise a homicide to First Degree 
Murder, Instruction No. 13 instructs the jury: "If you unanimously agree that none of the 
special circumstances have been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
Defendant guilty of Second Degree Murder. All other murder is murder of the second 
degree." 
I! ~ 4" 
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This instruction requires the jury to find the defendant guilty of Second Degree 
Murder in all cases if he is not convicted of First Degree Murder. In other words, this 
instruction presumes the defendant's guilt of some kind of murder, in violation of the 
state's constitutional burden to prove the defendant guilty. It should be reworded to 
remove that presumption. 
Instruction No.14 
This instruction states malice "may be express or implied." This statement is 
\ 
t~ directly counter to established Idaho Supreme Court case law concerning First Degree 
\ 0' \ \.. Murder. A conviction will be reversed if the jury is instructed that implied malice is an 
element of first-degree murder. State v. Buckley, 131 Idaho 164, 953 P.2d 604 (1998). 
Such an instruction is not harmless error. !d. Instead, the jury must only be instructed 
about express malice. Id. 
Malice may be implied in Second Degree Murder cases. State v. Porter, 142 
Idaho 371, 128 P.3d 908 (2005). However, malice may not be implied in First Degree 
Murder cases because premeditation is an element of that crime and therefore the malice 
must be express. Buckley, 131 Idaho 164, 953 P.2d 604. Porter applies to any murder 
other than First Degree Murder. However, nothing in Porter establishes that implied 
malice is acceptable in First Degree Murder cases. Buckley is still good law: malice may 
not be implied in First Degree Murder cases. Because Instruction No.14 would allow the 
jury to convict the defendant on the basis of implied, not express, malice, the instruction 
must be revised to remove any reference to implied malice. 
Instruction No.21 
This instruction, which deals with the definition of reasonable doubt and the 
presumption of the defendant's innocence, is a verbatim quote ofICJI 103A. Unlike IClI 
103, the Idaho Supreme Court has never upheld the constitutionality of 103A. Comment 
to ICJI l03A. The instruction about reasonable doubt and presumption of innocence is 
absolutely fundamental to the defendant's rights. Because IClI 103A's constitutionality 
is not firmly rooted, this instruction should not be used. 
/Lb~ 
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Instruction No.24 
This instruction deals with the jury's comparative reliance on the homemade 
videotape and its transcript. However, despite the instruction's singular reference to "a 
transcript," the parties have stipulated to admit two transcripts that differ in some details. 
Therefore, if this instruction is used, that reference should be made plural, and the first 
sentence should read as follows: "YOU ARE INSTRUCTED that you have been given 
transcripts of the homemade video, which you viewed during the trial." 
CONCLUSION 
Proposed Instructions nos. 12, 13, 14,21, and 24 are each inappropriate for the 
reasons discussed in this brief. Therefore, Torey Adamcik respectfully requests this 
Court not provide any of those instructions, as they are currently written, to the jury. 
1/66 
CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA - MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF OBJECTION TO THE 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS-PAGE 4 
DATED this Xday of June, 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Defendant 
~ I certify that on this date a copy of the Memorandum in Support of Objection to ~ the Proposed Jury Instructions was served on the following named persons at the 
\ addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this tf day of June, 2007. 
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[~d Delivery 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL ~CT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
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CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
BRIAN LEE DRAPER, 
 
Defendant. 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE 
The above entitled matters came before the Court this 25th day of July, 2007, 
pursuant to Defendant Adamciks' Motion to Bifurcate and Defendant Draper's Motion to 
Sever. Defendant Draper appeared with counsel David R. Martinez, Chief Deputy Public 
Defender. Defendant Draper appeared with counsel, Aaron Thompson and Gregory May, 
of the Firm Dial, May and Rammell. Mark L. Hiedeman, Bannock County Prosecuting 
Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State ofIdaho. 
At the outset the Court advised, pursuant to the Motions of counsel to Sever and 
Bifurcate, said Motions are partially granted and the evidentiary portion of the sentences 
shall be severed and bifurcated; however, for the sentencing portion Defendants will be 
sentenced together. 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE 
Order 
Page 1 of2 l/b8 
The Court thereafter set forth, with comments and recommendations of respective 
counsel, the following protocol for sentencing: 
1. Defendant Brian Draper shall commence with the evidentiary portion of 
sentencing on Tuesday, August 21, 2007, at 9:00 A.M. 
A. The Presentence Investigation Report will be reviewed with Defendant 
and respective counsel; 
B. Defendant will thereafter call witnesses and experts in mitigation; 
C. State will call witnesses and experts in aggravation; 
D. Victim impact statements; and 
E. Rebuttal witnesses may be called by State or Defendant. 
2. Defendant Torey Adamcik shall commence with the evidentiary portion of 
sentencing on Wednesday, August 22, 2007, at 1 :30 P.M. 
A. The Presentence Investigation Report will be reviewed with Defendant 
and respective counsel; 
B. Defendant will thereafter call witnesses and experts in mitigation; 
C. State will call witnesses and experts in aggravation; 
D. Victim impact statements; and 
E. Rebuttal witnesses may be called by State or Defendant. 
3. Defendant Brian Draper and Defendant Torey Adamcik shall appear before 
the Court for sentencing on Friday, August 24, 2007, at 9:30 A.M., District 
Courtroom No. 300, Bannock County Courthouse. Defendant Brian Draper 
may make comments, Mr. Draper's counsel, the State and thereafter, if 
Defendant Draper desires he may make further comments. Defendant Torey 
Adamcik may make comments, Mr. Adamcik's counsel, the State and 
thereafter, if Defendant Adamcik desires he may make further comments. 
Defendants will thereafter be sentenced. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 25th day of July, 2007. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Randall D. Schulthies/David R. Martinez 
Bron Rammelll Aaron Thompson 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Bannock County Court Marshal - Carrie Zitterkopft 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
08-15-'07 15:36 FROM-DIAL MAY & HAMMELL 
Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanlP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-FE-AA 
Plaintiff, 
POTENTIAL WITNESS LIST 
VS. 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW Defendant Torey Adamcik, by and through his counsel of record, 
Aaron N. Thompson of the finn Dial, May & Rammell, Chartered and hereby SUbmit 
their proposed Witness List pursuant to the Court's Minute Entry and Order, dated June 
12, 2007 as' follows: 
POTENTIAL WITNESSES 
1. Ann Adamcik 
2. Barbara Adamcik 
3. Cyndi Adamcik 
4. Jamie Adamcik 
5. Lacey Adamcik 
6. Sean Adamcik 
1. Shannon Adamcik 
8. Rusty Adamson 
9. Shaina Carpenter 
10. Dr. Mark Corgiat 
CAS£ NO. CR-2006·17984·FE-AA· WITNESS LIST - PAGE 1 
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11. Adam Dykman 
12. Lori Dykman 
13. Jordan Lindley 
14. Dr. KetUleth Lindsey 
15. Alayna Luras 
16. DavidLuras 
17. PatLuras 
18. Catherine Murray 
19. Bob Nelson 
20. Brady Nelson 
21. David Nelson 
f\"- 22. Joy Nelson 
'\ ' 
"X.' 
'\. 23. Mary Nelson 
24. Mike Nelson 
25. Nathan Nelson 
26. Pam Nelson 
27. Rick Nelson 
28. Bishop Spencer 
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08-15-'07 15:37 FROM-DIAL MAY & RAMMELL 2082342951 
I • ,. 
DATED this I~ of August 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Witness List was served on the following 
named persons at the addresses shown an in the matter indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello. ID 83205-0050 
DATED this JSi?y of August 2001. 
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Bron M. Rammell, Esq. 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MA Y & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello> Idaho 83204-0370 
Phone: (208) 233-0132 Fax: (208) 234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 4389 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. CR-2006-17984-PE-AA 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
ADDENDUM TO 
POTENTIAL WITNESS LIST 
TOREY ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW Defendant Torey Adamcik. by and through his COUnsel of record, . 
Aaron N. Thompson of the finn Dial. May & Rammell. Chartered and hereby submit 
their AddendUm to our proposed Witness List pursuant to the Court's Minute Entry and 
Order, dated June 12,2007 as follows: 
POTENTIAL WITNESSES 
I. Any police officer to lay infonnation for the introduction of police reports. 
DATED this 15th day of August 2007. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Witness List was served on the following 
named persons at the addresses shown an in the matter indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 15th day of August 2007. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ~ 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK' 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC # 86328 
 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
AND COMMITMENT ORDER 
Defendant appeared before the Court this 24th day of August, 2007, for 
SENTENCING with counsel Aaron Thompson and Brian Cheney. Mark L. Hiedeman, 
Bannock County Prosecuting Attorney, and Vic A. Pearson, Chief Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State Idaho. 
The Court having reviewed the Presentence Investigation Report, a 
mitigation/aggravation hearing having been held on August 22nd and 23rd, 2007, the 
Court received comments of Defendant and comments and recommendations of 
respective counsel; 
COMMITMENT ORDER 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS THE JUDGMENT OF THIS COURT that 
Defendant is GUILTY of the crimes of 1 COUNT CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §§18-4001-02-03(a) and §18-1701and 
1 COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-4001-02-03(a). 
CR2006-17984FE 
Minute Entry and Order and Commitment Order /11;> 
Page 1 of3 
IT IS THE FURTHER JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that said Defendant is 
remanded to the custody of the Bannock County Sheriff and shall be delivered by him to the 
authorities at the Idaho State Correctional Institution. Said Defendant, pursuant to Idaho 
Code Section 19-2513, is sentenced to the custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections, 
1 COUNT CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho 
Code §§18-4001-02-03(a) and §18-1701 for a FIXED period of confmement of 
THIRTY (30) YEARS, and a subsequent INDETERMINATE period of LIFE. For the 
crime of 1 COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-4001-02-03(a) 
for a FIXED period of confinement of LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE. During the 
minimum term of confinement, said Defendant shall not be eligible for parole or discharge, 
or credit or reduction of sentence for good conduct except for meritorious service. Said 
Defendant may be considered for parole or discharge at any time during the indeterminate 
period of said sentence. Said sentences to run CONCURRENT. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant shall receive credit for time served in the 
Bannock County Jail. 
IT IS RECOMMENDED due to Defendant's age of Seventeen (17) he be placed in 
a safe and secure facility. 
Defendant is herewith advised that in the event said Defendant desires to appeal the 
foregoing sentence, said appeal must be filed with the Idaho Supreme Court no later than 
forty-two days from the date said sentence is imposed. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any cash, surety, or property bond heretofore 
posted, if any, shall be and the same is hereby EXONERATED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 24th day of August, 2007. 
CR2006-17984FE 
PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
Minute Entry and Order and Commitment Order 1/ 76 
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Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Bron Rammelll Aaron Thompson 
Probation and Parole 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Idaho Department of Correction - Carolee Kelly 
r.S.c.r. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Bannock 
) 
) ss. 
) 
I, DALE HATCH, Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Bannock, do hereby certify the foregoing to be a 
full, true and correct copy of the Judgment duly made and entered on the minutes of the said 
District Court in the above entitled action, and that I have compared the same with the 
original, and the same is a correct transcript therefrom, and of the whole thereof. 
ATTEST, my hand and the Seal of said District Court, this 24th day of August, 2007. 
l iii T&T Reporting .... -
Certified Court Reporters 
DepoSitions - General Law Reporting 
Tina DuBose Gibson, RPR, CSR 
525 Park Avenue 
Post Office Box 51020 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-1020 
CR2006-17984FE 
208.529.5491 
Fax: 208.529.5496 
E-mail: tntreport@ida.net 
DALE HATCH, Clerk 
By: ~~4-
Dep lerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
Defendant carne before the Court this 22nd day of August, 2007, for 
mitigation/aggravation hearing with counsel Gregory May and Aaron Thompson ofthe 
Firm Dial, May & Rammell. Mark L. Hiedeman, Bannock County Prosecuting Attorney, 
and Vic A. Pearson, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State 
of Idaho. 
The Presentence Investigation Report was ordered, received and reviewed. Court 
read Defendant's version of the crime submitted to the Presentence Investigator. 
The Court noted Defendant was previously found GUILTY by a 6th District Jury 
of 1 COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-4001-02-03(a) and 1 
COUNT CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho 
Code §§18-4001-02-03(a) and §18-1701. 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE /11.8' 
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Court has reviewed the Presentence Investigation Report, Dr. Lindsey's 
Psychological Evaluation, and letters submitted by individuals. 
Defendant called, via telephone, Mark David Corgiat, Ph.D., who was sworn and 
testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Catherine Murray, Special Education teacher at Pocatello High 
School, was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Rusty Adamson, Hawthorne School teacher of At Risk and 
Truant Students. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Shannon Adamcik, Torey's mother, who was sworn and 
testified. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 3:21 P.M. and reconvened at 3:38 P.M., all parties present. 
Defendant called Sean Adamcik, Torey's father, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Lacey Adamcik, Torey's sister, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused 
Defendant called Jamie Adamcik, Torey's brother, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant call Barbara Adamcik, Ph.D., Torey's Aunt, who was sworn and 
testified. 
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Witness excused. 
Court recessed and all parties advised reconvene Thursday, August 23, 2007 at 
9:00 A.M. Court Reporter Tina Gibson of T & T Court Reporting officially reported the 
hearing from this date. 
Court reconvened with Court noting Mark L. Hiedeman and Vic Pearson present 
on behalf of the State of Idaho, Defendant, with counsel Aaron Thompson and Greg May. 
Defendant called Sargent Gary Brush, Idaho State Police, was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit 300, Incident Report - Idaho State Police dated 10102/2006, 
was marked for identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Ellen Meyers, Pocatello Police Department Records Custodian, 
who was sworn and testified. 
Defendant's Exhibit 301, 2004 Pocatello Police Department Report by Officer 
Oak, was marked for identification purposes and same was admitted into evidence. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Ann Adamcik, Torey's aunt, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Cyndi Dandiver-Adamcik, Torey's aunt, who was, sworn and 
testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Shaini Carpenter, Torey's sister's friend, who was, sworn and 
testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called David Nelson, retired Pocatello Police Department and Torey's 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE 
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uncle, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Pam Nelson, Torey's aunt, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Robert Nelson, Torey's uncle, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Defendant called Mary Nelson, Torey's aunt, who was sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 10:09 A.M., and reconvened at 10:57 A.M., Court noting all 
parties present. 
Defendant rested. 
State called Detective Sgt. John Walker, Pocatello Police Department, who was 
sworn and testified. 
State's Exhibit DDD, Power Point CD prepared from information obtained from 
Adamcik home computers, was marked for identification purposes, admitted into 
evidence and played. 
Defendant's Exhibit 302, copy of Black River Story, marked for identification 
purposes and admitted. 
Witness excused. 
Court recessed at 11 :52 A.M., and reconvened at 1 :22 P.M., the Court noting all 
parties are present. 
The following individuals gave victim's impact statements: 
Paul Cisneros, Cassie's Grandfather 
Josephina Cisneros, Cassie's Grandmother 
Christie Stoddart, Cassie's sister 
Victor price, Cassie's stepfather 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE /101 
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Anna Stoddart, Cassie's mother and also on behalf of Andrew, Cassie's brother 
Court recessed parties advised sentencing shall take place on Fridav, August 24, 
2007, at 9:00 A.M., District Courtroom No. 300, Bannock County Courthouse. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Defendant is REMANDED to the custody of the 
Bannock County Sheriff. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 23rd day of August, 2007. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron Thompson/Greg May 
Bannock County Sheriff 
Probation and Parole 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanIP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
208/233-0132 FAX 208/234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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BY ~j{ 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
P laintifflRespondent, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant! Appellant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND ITS ATTORNEY, MARK 
HIEDEMAN, BANNOCK COUNTY PROSECUTOR AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-
ENTITLED COURT, CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT, AND COUNTY COURT REPORTER 
NOTICE IS HE REB Y GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Appellant, Torey Michael Adamcik, appeals against the above-
named Respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Minute Entry & Order and Commitment 
Order entered in the above-entitled action dated on the 24th day of August, 2007, by the Honorable 
Peter D. McDermott, Sixth District Court Judge. 
/1 d'.$ 
State of Idaho v. Torey Michael Adamcik, CR2006-1798FE-AA, Notice of Appeal and Request 
for Court Appointed Counsel Pursuant to LA.R. Rule 45.1, Page 1 
2. The party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgments or 
orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders under and pursuant to Rule 11 ( c)( 6) 
LAR. 
3. Appellant intends to raise the following issues, which include, but are not limited to: 
(a) Failure to suppress a videotaped interview in contravention of Appellant's 
Federal and State Constitutional Rights; 
(b) Failure to appropriately instruct the jury as to the required elements of the 
offense of Murder in the First Degree; 
(c) Failure to sever co-defendants at the preliminary hearing stage of litigation, 
resulting in violation of Appellant's right to confront and cross-examine a co-
defendant; 
(d) Failure to allow Appellant to present admissible expert testimony which 
corroborated his theory of defense; and 
(e) Failure to consider Appellant's individual merit in sentencing by failing to sever 
the pronouncement of sentence of Appellant and his co-defendant. 
(f) This is a preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant 
intends to assert in the appeal; provided, this shall not prevent Appellant from 
asserting other issues on appeal. 
4. (a) The Appellant requests a reporter's transcript of the Trial, pursuant to LAR. 
25(c); 
(b) The Appellant requests the voir dire examination of the jury, pursuant to LAR. 
25( c)(1); 
(c) The Appellant requests the opening statements and closing arguments of 
counsel, pursuant to LAR. 25( c )(2); 
(d) The Appellant requests the conference on requested instructions, the objections 
of the Parties to the instructions, and the Court's ruling thereon, pursuant to 
LAR.25(c)(3); 
(e) The Appellant requests the oral presentation by the Court of written instructions 
given to the jury and reported by the reporter, pursuant to LAR. 25( c)( 4); 
State of Idaho v. Torey Michael Adamcik, CR2006-1798FE-AA, Notice of Appeal and Request 
for Court Appointed Counsel Pursuant to LA.R. Rule 45.1, Page 2 
'1 ~ 
~ 
(f) The Appellant specifically requests the following transcripts pursuant to LA.R. 
25(c)(5); 
A. The Motion to DisqualifY held October 30, 2006; 
B. The Motion for Closed Preliminary Hearing and/or Gag Order dated 
October 25,2006; 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 
1. 
The Preliminary Hearing held November 3, 2006; 
The Motion for a More Definite Statement held January 16,2007; 
The Motion to Sever held January 24, 2007; 
The Motion to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum held March 9,2007; 
The Motion in Limine Re: Testing of Forensic Evidence and 
Publication of the Draper Videotape held April 11,2007; 
The Motion to Dismiss hearing held April 23, 2007; 
The Motion to Allow Defendant to have Unrecorded and Private 
Conversations with his Parents to Prepare Defense held April 23, 
2007; 
J. The Motion to Close Hearing to Public and Press held May 2,2007; 
K. The Motion to Suppress hearing held May 4,2007; and 
L. The Sentencing hearing held the 22_24th day of August, 2007. 
5. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's record in 
addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, LA.R. 
(a) The pre-sentence investigation report; 
(b) A video of trial proceedings; 
(c) All requested and given jury instructions; 
(d) The evidence admitted at the sentencing hearing, including but not limited to, 
character statements, photos, etc. 
6. I certifY: 
State ofIdaho v. Torey Michael Adamcik, CR2006-1798FE-AA, Notice of Appeal and Request 
for Court Appointed Counsel Pursuant to LA.R. Rule 45.1, Page 3 
( a) A copy of this notice of appeal has been served on the reporter. 
(b )(2) That Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated transcript fee because he is indigent. 
Appellant is a minor, has been sentenced to a fixed life sentence in the Idaho Correctional 
Facility, and has no independent means of paying for said transcript. 
( c )(2) That the Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation of the record 
because he is indigent. Appellant is a minor, has been sentenced to a fixed life sentence in 
the Idaho Correctional facility, and has no independent means for paying for said transcript. 
(d)(2) The appellant is exempt from paying the appellate filing fee pursuant to LA.R. Rule 23 (a)(8) 
as there is no fee for an appeal in a criminal case. 
(e) Service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to LA.R. Rule 20, and 
the Attorney General ofIdaho pursuant to § 67-1401 (1), Idaho Code. 
DATED THIS J~ of September, 2007. 
Dial, May and Rammell, Chartered 
Attorneys for the Appellant 
State ofIdaho v. Torey Michael Adamcik, CR2006-1798FE-AA, Notice of Appeal and Request 
for Court Appointed Counsel Pursuant to LA.R. Rule 45.1, Page 4 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICES 
I certifY that on this date a copy of the NOTICE OF APPEAL was served on the following 
named persons at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor's Office 
ATTN: Mark Hiedeman 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Bannock County Clerk 
624 E. Center, Room 211 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
Clerk of the Court 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
Lawrence G. Wasden 
State of Idaho Attorney General 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
Stephanie Davis 
P.O. Box 4165 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
DATED thiS~Y of September, 2007. 
II?? 
~ J Hand Delivery 
~~ U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ l Hand Delivery [f! U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
~ J Hand Delivery m U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
~ ~ Hand Delivery 
~N U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
£f~ Hand Delivery 
~N U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
State ofIdaho v. Torey Michael Adamcik, CR2006-1798FE-AA, Notice of Appeal and Request 
for Court Appointed Counsel Pursuant to LA.R. Rule 45.1, Page 5 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
DIAL, MAY & RAMMELL, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
208/233-0132 FAX 208/234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH WDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
PlaintifflRespondent, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant! Appellant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MOTION FOR COURT APPOINTED 
COUNSEL PURSUANT TO I.A.R. RULE 
45.1 
COMES NOW Appellant, Torey Michael Adamcik, by and through his counsel of 
record, Aaron N. Thompson of the firm Dial, May & Rarnmell, Chartered, requests this 
Court to appoint public counsel on behalf of Appellant. The reasons for said request is as 
follows: 
1. Appellant is indigent and unable to afford counsel; 
2. Appellant is currently incarcerated at the Idaho State Correctional Facility 
for a fixed-life term; 
3. Appellant is a minor with no independent means for paying for legal 
representation. 
Ilg$' 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - REQUEST FOR COURT APPOINTED COUNSEL PURSUAT TO 
IAR. RULE 45.1 - PAGE 1 
DATED THIS 20th day of September, 2007. 
ial, May and Rammell, Chartered 
Attorneys for the Appellant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICES 
I certify that on this date a copy of the MOTION FOR COURT APPOINTED 
COUNSEL PURSUANT TO IA.R. RULE 45.1 was served on the following named 
persons at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor's Office 
ATTN: Mark Hiedeman 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
DATED this 20th day of September, 2007. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - REQUEST FOR COURT APPOINTED COUNSEL PURSUA T TO 
I.A.R. RULE 45.1 - PAGE 2 
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IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOC-K-;D;;::E:;::;::PU;-;;;T;:';"'Y;-::C::::-l=ER~K-
STATE OF IDAHO, 
PlaintifflRespondent, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC #86328 
 
Defendant/Appellant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
ORDER 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED Appellant's Motion for 
Court Appointed Counsel is GRANTED and the State Appellate Public Defender is 
herewith APPOINTED to represent Appellant. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Appellant is indigent thus, filing fees, costs of 
preparing clerk's and reporter's transcripts are WAIVED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 2ih day of September, 2007, 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron Thompson 
Lawrence Wasden, Attorney General 
State Appellate Public Defender 
Stephen Kenyon, Clerk of the Idaho Supreme Court 
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PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No.3" b3 q 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
OF 
APPEAL 
Appealed from: Sixth Judicial District, Bannock County 
Honorable Peter D. McDermott, presiding. 
Bannock County Case No: CR-2006-17984-FE 
Order of Judgment Appealed from: Minute Entry and Order and Commitment 
Order dated 24th day of August 2007. 
Attorney for Appellant: Molly Huskey, State Appellate Public Defender 
Attorney for Respondent: Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Boise 
Appealed by: Defendant 
Appealed against: Plaintiff FILED - ORIGINAL 
Notice of Appeal filed: 9-26-07 OCT - 3 
Supreme Court_Court ~eals 
Entered on AiS b '.u.r::2 -
Notice of Cross-Appeal filed: No 
Appellate fee paid: No, exempt 
Request for additional records filed: YES 
Request for additional reporter's transcript filed: YES 
Name of Reporter: Stephanie Davis f\ru 0 \\ \\O<...~: \:,":'O'\'\ /' ~ \" R~JdY-\-\l 
1/11 
"{' 
Was District Court Reporter's transcript requested? Yes 
(Seal) 
Dated ~dR ;dOo( 
DALE HATCH, 
Clerk of the District Court 
20G7 DEC Il.t l1i'11 f: 25 
Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman 
P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Fax: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MOTION FOR CORRECTION OR 
REDUCTION OF SENTENCE 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO CRIMINAL 
RULE 35 
Torey Michael Adamcik, by and through his counsel of record, Aaron N. 
Thompson, of the firm May, Rarnrnell & Thompson, Chartered, hereby moves this Court, 
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35, for an Order correcting his sentence entered on 
August 24,2007. This Motion, timely filed within 120 days of the entry of the Judgment 
imposing sentence, requests any and all relief as permissible pursuant to Idaho Criminal 
Rule 35. 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
MAY, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHTD. 
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PURSUANT TO IDAHO CRlMINAL RULE 35 PAGE 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Motion for Correction or Reduction of 
Sentence Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 was served on the following named 
persons at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Mark L. Heideman 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
f{} U.S. Mail 
{ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
~f-D---~ 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Fax: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL 
NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 
COMES NOW, Defendant Torey Michael Adamcik, by and through his counsel 
of record, Aaron N. Thompson of the firm May, Rammell & Thompson, Chartered, and 
respectfully requests this Court grant a Confidential Neuropsychological Exam at State 
Expense. 
The grounds and reasoning for this Motion are set forth in the attached 
Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological 
Examination, as well as the Affidavits of Aaron N. Thompson and Dr. Mark Corgiat. 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE - PAGE 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Motion for Confidential 
Neuropsychological Examination at Public Expense was served on the following named 
persons at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Hand Delivery [11 U.S. Mail 
I L '7 b 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
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zan7 DEC! 4 AfH I: 2t. 
-~i..Ef'i\ . 
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Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Fax: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, AFFIDAVIT OF DR. MARK CORGIAT 
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL 
NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Dr. Mark Corgiat, after being duly sworn, does depose and state: 
I. I am a licensed psychologist in the States of Idaho, Utah, and California. 
2. I received a PhD in Clinical Psychology from California School of 
Professional Psychology, an A.P.A. approved clinical training program. 
3. I completed a clinical internship at the Associated Center for 
Therapy/Care Unit Hospital Program in Fresno, California, and Fresno 
County Mental Health Emergency Adult Outpatient Services in Fresno, 
California. 
4. I completed a National Institutes of Health postdoctoral fellowship at the 
University of Southern California School of Medicine. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - AFFIDAVIT OF DR. MARK CORGIAT IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL EXAM INA TION AT 
PUBLIC EXPENSE PAGE 1 
5. I am the present director of psychological and neuropsychological services 
at Psychological Assessment Specialists, P.A., Pocatello, Idaho. 
6. I have been in private practice for 20 years doing both clinical and 
forensic work. 
7. I have been qualified as an expert witness as it relates to a variety of 
mental health and neurological issues in state and federal courts. 
8. Aaron N. Thompson requested that I review records relating to Torey 
Michael Adamcik. 
9. I reviewed information from the Presentence Investigation Report and the 
Bannock County Jail, as well as transcripts from the sentencing hearing 
before Judge McDermott. 
10. There are a number of issues that do not appear to have been sufficiently 
evaluated or considered in the sentencing process, including Mr. 
Adamcik's neurocognitive status, his age, and the impact of his age upon 
the likelihood of violent behavior. 
11. With regard to Mr. Adamcik's neurocognitive status, I note the following: 
A. Mr. Adamcik appears to have a history of poor academic 
performance and rather disinhibited behavior. 
S. Given his lifestyle and environment, it is possible that he may have 
suffered some type of head i~ury or other neurological insult that 
could be affecting his behavior. 
C. His behavior and conduct and historical information also raise the 
suspicion of innate neurocognitive limitations. 
D. These limitations may be in the form of learning disabilities, 
attention deficit disorder, and/or limited below average 
intelligence. 
12. Age at the time of the offense is also a significant factor in Mr. Adamcik's 
case. 
A. In particular, the neuropsychological and neurological literature 
clearly shows that a significant amount of change happens with the 
brain and its governing structures in a person's teens. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - AFFIDAVIT OF DR. MARK CORGIA T IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL EXAMINATION AT 
PUBLIC EXPENSE - PAGE 2 /1 9"% 
B. Specifically, the frontal lobes do not become fully matured and 
exert control over an individual's behaviors often until adults are 
well into their late 20's. 
C. Therefore, it cenainly is possible that Mr. Adamcik will continue 
to mature neurologically and this could have a positive impact on 
his behavior. 
13. Age is also relevant to assessment of future dangerousness. 
A. In the risk assessment literature in which inmates have been 
followed for significant periods of time, it is clear that age plays a 
significant role. 
B. 
c. 
That researc.hshows that as inmates get dose ro age 40 or older, 
there is a substantial change in behavior and they become less 
aggressive and have less acting out 
Much of the risk assessment literature indicates that the base rate 
risk of violent or significant acting our behaviors by individuals, 
regardless of their prior history, drops significantly as they reach 
.age 40. 
D. Recent studies in Arizona, for example, show that by the time they 
reach age 40, individuals pose little risk out in the community for 
any type of aggressive or other probl~atic acting our behavior. 
E. It does not appear that risk assessment issues were fully 
investigated and discussed in Mr. Adamcik's case even though 
they could provide a broader context in which to decide sentencing 
Issues. 
14. A comprehensive neuropsychological evaluation to assess both 
neurocognitive issues and neurodeve1opment, as well as to further evaluate 
fisk assessment, would be appropriate in this case. 
FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NOT. 
DATED this 11- of December, 2007. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984fE-AA - AFFIDAVIT OF DR. MARK CORGIAT IN SUPPORT OF 
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2001. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, No 
(NOTARY SEAL) 
". :~,'i1ERLY WRIGHT 
'{)T,I\RY PUBLIC 
,. r~ OF IDAHO 
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DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR CONFrDENTrAL NEUROPSYCHOLOG[CAL EXAMINA nON AT 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Affidavit of Dr. Mark Corgiat in Support of 
Defendant's Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological Examination at Public Expense 
was served on the following named persons at the addresses shown and in the manner 
indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
[ ] Facsimile 
{~ Hand Delivery 
,J U.S. Mail 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman/P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Fax: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
- n 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
rDOC# 86328 
AFFIDAVIT OF AARON N. THOMPSON 
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIAL 
NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 
 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Aaron N. Thompson, after being duly sworn, does depose and state: 
1. That I am an attorney duly licensed to practice in the State of Idaho. 
2. That I represent Torey Michael Adamcik in the above-entitled case. 
3. That I believe that a neuropsychological evaluation ofMr. Adamcik is 
needed in order for me to provide the effective assistance of counsel under 
the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments ofthe United States Constitution. 
4. I base me conclusion in part upon consultation with Dr. Mark Corgiat. 
5. Dr. Corgiat stated in his already filed Affidavit that, "A comprehensive 
neuropsychological evaluation to assess both neurocognitive issues and 
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neurodevelopment, as well as to further evaluate risk assessment, would 
be appropriate in this case." 
6. While there is substantial evidence that the frontal lobes in the human 
brain are often not fully matured (and thus able to exert control over an 
individual's behaviors) until adults are in their late 20's, a reasonably 
competent attorney assisting Mr. Adamcik in his Rule 35 motion would 
want to be able to present evidence to the Court that Mr. Adamcik's brain 
development has not been complete. 
7. Unfortunately, Mr. Adamcik's family is unable to pay for the evaluation. 
8. There is no money left in Mr. Adamcik's trust account and counsel has 
been billing the family for legal expenses. 
9. I believe Mr. Adamcik is a "needy person" 19- 852(a)(2). 
FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NOT. 
Dated this 14th of December, 2007 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, Notary, this U day of December, 
[NOTARY SEAL] 
KIMBERlY WRIGHT 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO ~ 
~~ T?j· 
Residing at: Pocatello, Idaho 
Commission Expires: 06-08-2013 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Affidavit of Aaron N. Thompson in 
Support of Defendant's Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological Examination at 
Public Expense was served on the following named persons at the addresses shown and 
in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
[ ] Facsimile 
~ Hand Delivery 
L~ U.S. Mail 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHARTERED 
216 W. WhitmanIP.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Fax: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
CONFIDENTIAL 
NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 
EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 
COMES NOW, Defendant Torey Michael Adamcik, by and through his counsel 
of record, Aaron N. Thompson of the firm May, Rarnrnell & Thompson, Chartered, and 
respectfully submits the following in support of his Motion for Confidential 
Neuropsychological Exam at State Expense. 
1. INTRODUCTION 
A "needy person" is entitled to appointment of counsel in a criminal case under 
I.C. § 19-852(a)(I) and the Sixth Amendment. In addition, that person is entitled "to be 
provided with the necessary services and facilities of representation (including 
investigation and other preparation). The attorney, services, and facilities and the court 
costs shall be provided at public expense to the extent that the person is ... unable to 
provide for their payment." I.C. § 19-852(a)(2). An indigent criminal defendant also has 
a Fourteenth Amendment due process right to the assistance of experts when needed to 
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present an adequate defense. Ake v. Oklahoma, 470 U.S. 68, 83 (1985). In Britt v. North 
Carolina, 404 U.S. 226,227 (1971), the United States Supreme Court made it clear that 
"state(s) must, as a matter of equal protection, provide indigent prisoners with the basic 
tools of an adequate defense of appeal, when those tools are available for a price to other 
prisoners." Further, if a defendant is denied access to the basic tools of an adequate 
defense, then he has also been denied his due process right of a fair triaL See Griffin v. 
Illinois, 351 U.S. 12 (1956). 
In this vein, the Court of Appeals has written, "The statute [§ 19-852] recognizes 
that there are cases where a criminal defendant's right to a fair trial may be jeopardized 
unless these is access not only to an attorney, but also to certain specialized aid in the 
preparation ofa defense. Included within the scope ofI.C. § 19-852(a) are the Fourteenth 
Amendment requirements of due process and equal protection as they apply to indigent 
defendants." State v. Murphy, 133 Idaho 489, 492, 988 P.2d 715, 718 (Ct. App. 1999) 
(internal citation omitted). 
In determining whether to provide additional assistance at public expense, it is 
incumbent upon the trial court to consider the needs of the defendant and the facts and 
circumstances of the case, and then decide whether an adequate defense is available to 
the defendant without the assistance of the requested expert or investigative aid. State v. 
Olin, 103 Idaho 391, 394, 648 P.2d 203, 206 (1982); see State v. Row, 131 Idaho 303, 
310,955 P.2d 1082,1089 (1998) (Olin extended to apply to request for expert assistance 
in post-conviction proceedings). 
II. MR. ADAMCIK IS A "NEEDY PERSON" 
As is apparent from the Financial Affidavit, Mr. Adamcik does not have the 
means to hire an expert to assist him. As noted in the Affidavit of Aaron N. Thompson in 
Support of the Motion, there is no money in Mr. Adamcik's trust account and Mr. 
Adamcik's family is not able to provide further financial assistance. 
III. THE SERVICES ARE NECESSARY 
Dr. Mark Corgiat, in his Affidavit, has set forth the reasons why a 
neuropsychological evaluation is needed in this case. If the evaluation produces evidence 
of frontal lobe immaturity, that fact would be highly relevant in determining whether Mr. 
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Adamcik's de Jacto fixed life sentence should be modified to 25 years fixed so to permit 
a realistic possibility of parole. 
IV. THE REPORT MUST BE CONFIDENTIAL AND COVERED BY THE 
RULES OF PRIVILEGE 
The evaluation, if ordered, must be considered to be a confidential and privileged 
document. This self-evident proposition was made explicit by State v. Wood, 132 Idaho 
88,967 P.2d 702 (1998). In Wood, the defendant was charged with first-degree murder. 
Defense counsel arranged for the defendant to be evaluated by a psychiatrist. Prior to 
obtaining the psychiatrist's report, the defendant changed his plea to guilty. The Court 
then "ordered a pre-sentence investigation (PSI) and ordered that the report of defense 
psychiatric witness Dr. Vicky Gregory, be included in the PSI." 132 Idaho at 93, 967 
P.2d at 707. The defense counsel did not object to the inclusion of the report. When the 
report turned our to be unfavorable, defense counsel sis not object to its inclusion in the 
PSI. At the sentencing hearing, the psychiatrist testified on behalf of the prosecution. 
Again, defense counsel did not object to the testimony. 
The State Supreme Court held that the failure to object to the consideration of the 
report "fell below an objective standard of reasonableness" because: 1) defense counsel 
did not know whether the report would be favorable when he failed to object to the 
Court's order that it be included in the PSI and 2) because defense counsel failed to 
object to the inclusion of the unfavorable report. 132 Idaho at 102,967 P/2d at 715. 
The Supreme Court noted that the defense was not obligated to tum over the 
psychiatric report under IRE 503(b )(2), which creates a psychotherapist's conclusions 
would be at the time the plea was entered. The same is true here. Any 
neuropsychological evaluation should be considered to be confidential, especially one 
which is being prepared under the direction of an attorney for litigation purposes. Under 
State v. Wood, counsel for Mr. Adamcik may not agree to tum over the results of the 
evaluation prior to its completion and his review thereof and still stay true to his 
obligations to his client under the Sixth Amendment. 
Moreover, such an order would violate Mr. Adamcik's right to equal protection 
under the Fourteenth Amendment. IfMr. Adamcik had adequate means to obtain the 
evaluation himself, he would not be required to tum it over to either Court or opposing 
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counsel unless he intended to use the results thereof in a proceeding. He should not be 
required to involuntarily tum over the requested evaluation simply because he is too 
impoverished to be able to obtain a confidential evaluation without prior court approval. 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHTD. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Memorandum in Support of Defendant's 
Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological Examination at Public Expense was served 
on the following named persons at the addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box P 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this 14th day of December, 2007 
[ ] Facsimile J h Hand Delivery r»u,s, Mail 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
FOR CONFIDENTIAL NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL EXAMINATION AT PUBLIC EXPENSE - PAGE 
4 J~O~ 
2008 J.E.N f 0 PH I: I 5 
BY~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICifP'J r~ 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------------------~) 
CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
The above entitled matter came before the Court this i h day of January 2008, 
pursuant to Defendant's Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological Examination at 
Public Expense with counsel Aaron N. Thompson. Vic A. Pearson, Chief Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State of Idaho. The proceedings were 
reported by Stephanie Davis, Sixth District Court Reporter. 
The Court advised the Affidavits of Mark D. Corgiat, Ph.D., and Aaron N. 
Thompson were reviewed. 
Thereafter the Court received oral argument of respective counsel. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED Defendant's Motion is 
TAKEN UNDER ADVISEMENT and respective counsel shall submit, within ten (10) 
days of this date, simultaneous briefs, counsel for Defendant to advise who will be 
preparing the evaluation and cost of same. The Court further noted Defendant will not be 
transported back to Bannock County. 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Minute Entry and Order 
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IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 7th day of January, 2008. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron N. Thompson 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Minute Entry and Order 
Page 2 of2 
PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
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JMi 3 i Pii 3: 15 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-06-17984-FE-AA 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
and ORDER 
FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
This case comes before this Court pursuant to the Defendant's Motion for Confidential 
Neurological Examination at Public Expense ("Motion for Neurological Exam"). This Court 
heard oral arguments regarding this motion on January 7, 2008. During that hearing, this Court 
requested that counsel for the Defendant provide briefing regarding the cost of the evaluation. 
(See Minute Entry and Order, Jan. 7,2008, 1.) 
The Defendant and Brian L. Draperl were charged with First Degree Murder and 
Conspiracy to Commit the Murder of Cassie Jo Stoddart. On June 8, 2007, a jury unanimously 
found Mr. Adamcik guilty on both counts. On August 24, 2007, Mr. Adamcik was sentenced to 
a fixed life term. Mr. Adamcik filed a timely petition for Rule 35 relief on December 14,2007. 
For the purposes of the prior criminal proceedings, as well as the current motion, Mr. Adamcik 
has been represented by the private law firm of May, Rarnmell and Thompson, Chartered. 
I The Court granted the Defendants' motions for their cases to be tried separately and severed the case on January 
24,2007. 
/.j 1/ Memorandum Decision and Order 
Re: Defondant's Motion for Confidential Neuropsychological Examination at Public Expense 
Case No. CR-06-17984FE-AA 
DISCUSSION 
Pursuant to his Motion for Neurological Exam, Mr. Adamcik argues that he is a "needy 
person" pursuant to Idaho Code ("IC") § 19-852, and, as such, he is entitled to receive his 
requested mental evaluation at public expense. That statute provides in relevant part: 
(a) A needy person ... who ... is being detained under a conviction of, a serious crime, is 
entitled: 
(2) to be provided with the necessary services and facilities of representation 
(including investigation and other preparation). The attorney, services, and facilities and 
the court costs shall be provided at public expense to the extent that the person is, at the 
time the court determines need, unable to provide for their payment. 
The Idaho Supreme Court has explained that a determination regarding whether a Defendant is 
entitled to public assistance is made on a case-by-case basis. 
In determining whether to provide additional assistance at public expense, this Court has 
held that such assistance is "not automatically mandatory, but rather depends upon [the] 
means of the Defendant as revealed by the facts and circumstances of each case." ... 
The same principles ought to apply in considering the requests of an applicant in a post-
conviction proceeding. 
State v. Row, 131 Idaho 303, 310-11,955 P.2d 1082, 1089-90 (l998)(citing State v. Powers, 96 
Idaho 833,838,537 P.2d 1369, 1374 (1975)(emphasis added)). 
The facts and circumstances of this case reveal that Mr. Adamcik is a "needy person" 
pursuant to IC § 19-852. First, he "is being detained under a conviction of, a serious crime," 
since he has been sentenced to a fixed life term without the possibility of parole. At the time of 
his conviction, Mr. Adamcik was just sixteen years of age and not financially independent. He is 
now seventeen years of age and remains in the custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections. 
As such, Mr. Adamcik does not have the funds, or the ability to generate the funds, necessary to 
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conduct the neuropsychological examination requested by his attorney. Furthermore, Mr. 
Adamcik's attorney has advised this Court that his parents do not have enough money to support 
his continued legal efforts. Based on those factors, this Court previously determined that Mr. 
Adamcik is indigent, and the state appellate public defender has previously been appointed to 
represent him for appeal purposes. Thus, pursuant to § 19-852 of the Idaho Code, Mr. Adamcik 
is a "needy person." As such, the Defendant is "entitled" to the same "necessary services and 
facilities of representation" as a paying individual, and, since Mr. Adamcik is "unable to provide 
for their payment," such services "shall be provided at public expense." 
CONCLUSION 
This Court has determined that Mr. Adamcik is a "needy person" pursuant to IC § 19-
852. Based on the facts and circumstances of his case, including his youth, fixed life sentence 
and inability to provide for the payment of a neuropsychological examination requested by his 
attorney, this Court hereby GRANTS the Defendant's Motion for Confidential 
Neuropsychological Examination at Public Expense. Relying on the Affidavit of Aaron N. 
Thompson filed in support of the Defendant's motion, this Court hereby GRANTS Mr. 
Adamcik's request to have Dr. Mark Corgiat perform a complete neuropsychological 
examination for $1,000, which includes all travel expenses. (See Aff. of Aaron N. Thompson in 
Supp. ofDef. Torey Adamcik's Mot. for Confidential Neuropsychological Exam. at Public 
Expense, Jan. 18, 2008, ~ 3.) Dr. Corgiat's services, including travel expenses, shall not exceed 
$1,000 and shall be paid from the Sixth District Court Fund subsequent to an invoice being 
received by this Court. Such testing shall be completed within three weeks of the entry of this 
Memorandum Decision and Order I J..I'-/ 
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Memorandum Decision and Order. (Id. at ~ 4.) Mr. Adamcik will not be transported to Bannock 
County for said examination. 
This Court will hear oral arguments and evidence either counsel deems appropriate 
regarding the Defendant's Rule 35 Motion, including any pertinent findings by Dr. Corgiat if so 
desired, on March 10, 2008, at 1 :30 p.m. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
r 
DATED this 2 day of January, 2008. 
PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron N. Thompson 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
P laintif£'Respondent, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant! Appellant. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
ORDER EXTENDING 
NEUROLOGICAL EXAMINATION 
DEADLINE 
The Court has reviewed the Parties' Stipulation to Extend Neurological 
Examination Deadline, and with good cause appearing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
1. Defendant shall compete the confidential neurological examination by March 
2,2008. 
-
DATED this -LL day of February 2008. 
HONORABLE PETER D. MCDERMOTT 
SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT mDGE 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICES 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Order Extending Neurological 
Examination Deadline was served on the following named persons at the addresses 
shown and in the manner indicated. 
Aaron N. Thompson 
May, Rammell & Thompson, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Bannock County Prosecutor's Office 
ATTN: Mark Hiedeman 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
/;;"/'7 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[X] U.S. Mail 
DALE HATCH 
CLERK OF COURT 
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Aaron N. Thompson, Esq. 
MA Y, RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHARTERED 
216 W. Whitman 
P.O. Box 370 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0370 
Telephone: 208-233-0132 
Facsimile: 208-234-2961 
Idaho State Bar No. 6235 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
IDOC# 86328 
 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bannock ) 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA 
AFFIDAVIT OF AARON N. THOMPSON 
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S RULE 
35 MOTION 
Aaron N. Thompson, after being duly sworn, does depose and state: 
1. I am the attorney for the Defendant, Torey Michael Adamcik, in the 
above-referenced matter. 
2. Attached is a true and correct copy of a compact disc containing a 
telephonic conversation between Brian Draper and Christopher Nix. The 
conversation was taped by the Bannock County Jail, and a copy of this 
recording was provided by the prosecutor's office, subject to ICR 16, prior 
to the trial in the above-referenced matter. 
CASE NO: CR2006-17984FE-AA - AFFIDAVIT OF AARON N. THOMPSON IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT'S RULE 35 MOnON - PAGE I 
ry 
\ 
3. The conversation is an excerpt from all of the telephonic conversations 
initiated by Brian Draper during his tenure at the Bannock County JaiL 
The conversation contained on the CD is the above-referenced 
conversation in its entirety. It has not been edited in any form. 
FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NOT. 
Dated this 7th of March, 2008 
~~ ~ ~--
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, Notary, this 7th day of March, 2008. 
[NOTARY SEAL] 
KIMBERLY WRIGHT 
~ NOTARY PUBLIC 
~ STATE OF IDAHO 
esiding at: Pocatello, Idaho 
Commission Expires: 06-08-2013 
/;),/9 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this date a copy of the Affidavit of Aaron N. Thompson in Support 
of Defendant's Rule 35 Motion was served on the following named persons at the 
addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Bannock County Prosecutor 
P.O. BoxP 
Pocatello, ID 83205-0050 
DATED this i h day of March, 2008. 
[ ]pacsimile [--1 Hand Delivery 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
MA: ,RAMMELL & THOMPSON, CHTD 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
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CASE NO. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Defendant. 
The above entitled matter came before the Court this 10th day of March, 2008, 
pursuant to Defendant's Rule 35 Motion for leniency. Defendant appeared by and 
through counsel, Aaron Thompson and Gregory C. May of the Firm May Rammell and 
Thompson. Mark L. Hiedeman, Bannock County Prosecuting Attorney, and Vic A. 
Pearson, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, appeared on behalf of the State of Idaho. 
The proceedings were reported by Stephanie Davis, Sixth District Court Reporter. 
The Court advised Defendant was found guilty by a Sixth District Jury and was 
sentenced on 1 COUNT CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER IN THE FIRST 
DEGREE, Idaho Code §§18-4001-02-03(a) and § 18-1701 for a FIXED period of 
confinement of THIRTY (30) YEARS, and a subsequent INDETERMINATE period of 
LIFE. For the crime of 1 COUNT MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code §18-
4001-02-03(a) for a FIXED period of confinement of LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE. 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Minute Entry and Order 
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The Court further advised numerous letters had been received by the Court, 
advised those submitting same and confirming respective counsel received same. 
Counsel for Defendant, Aaron Thompson, gave an opening statement. 
A CD marked Defendant's Exhibit 300, a telephone conversation between Brian 
Draper and Christopher Nix, marked for identification purposes and played. 
Counsel stipulated to waive the official reporting of the CD. 
Paul Sisneros, victim's Grandfather, made an impact statement. 
The Court thereafter received oral argument of respective counsel. 
Counsel for Defendant submitted a letter from Defendant's father, Sean Adamcik. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREWITH ORDERED Defendant's Rule 35 
Motion is DENIED and the sentence remains. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 10th day of March, 2008. 
Copies to: 
Mark L. HiedemanlVic A. Pearson 
Aaron Thompson/Gregory C. May 
Idaho Department of Correction - Carolee Kelly 
Case No. CR2006-17984FE-AA 
Minute Entry and Order 
Page 2 of2 
PETER D. McDERMOTT 
District Judge 
TITLE OF COURT AND CAUSE: 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
Supreme Court Case No. 34639 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
County of Bannock ) 
I, DALE HATCH, Clerk of the District Court ofthe Sixth Judicial District, of 
The State ofIdaho, in and for the County of Bannock, do hereby certify that the above 
and foregoing Clerk's Transcript on Appeal in the above entitled cause was compiled 
and bound under my direction as, and is a true, full and correct Clerk's Transcript on 
Appeal of the pleadings and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of 
the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
I do further certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above entitled 
cause, will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with the court 
reporter's transcript and the clerk's record as required by Rule 32 of the Idaho Appellate 
Rules. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said Court at Pocatello, Idaho this- \ day of-.-l.2-~~:::::"':"~ ___ --' 2008 
CLERK OFTHE DISTRICT COURT 
In and for LlUUH"""'- C~ty, Idaho 
(SEAL) 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE -1223-
TITLE OF COURT AND CAUSE: 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 
Supreme Court Case No. S V b 3 9 
I, DALE HATCH, the duly elected, qualified and acting Clerk of the District 
Court of the Sixth Judicial District ofthe State ofldaho, in and for the County of 
Bannock, do hereby certifY that the following are the original exhibits marked for 
identification and introduced in evidence at the trial of the above and foregoing 
cause; to-wit: 
Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 
Exhibit C 
Exhibit D 
Exhibit E 
Exhibit F 
Exhibits G thru V 
Exhibit CC 
Exhibit DD 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 
APPELLANT'S EXHIBITS: 
CD Matt Beckham Second Interview, 9/26/06 
CD Matt Beckham Third Interview, 9/26/06 
CD Matt Beckham Post Poly, 9/27/06 
CD Homemade Compilation of Adamcik "Movie" 
Zumeiz Receipt 
Curriculum Vitae for Riet 
Photographs 
Photograph 
Dr. Leis CD Power Point 
-1224-
Exhibit EE 
Exhibit FF 
Exhibit GG thru SS 
Exhibit TT 
Exhibit UU 
Exhibit VV 
Exhibit zzz 
Exhibit 1 thru 5 
Exhibit 6 
Exhibit 7 
Exhibit 8 
Exhibits 9 & 10 
Exhibit 11 
Exhibit 12 
Exhibit 13 
Exhibit 14 
Exhibits 15 & 16 
Exhibits 17 thru 27 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 
Curriculum Vitae of Kelly Brockholm 
Report of Kelly Brockholm 
Photographs 
"Ideas for the Movie" 
Mark Klingler - Curriculum Vitae 
Transcript of Video - Defendants 
Written statement of Don Wyckoff 
RESPONDENT'S EXHIBITS: 
Photographs 
CD of 911 telephone call 
Photograph of victim, Cassie Stoddart 
Adamcik Written Statement 
Photographs 
Idaho State Police Miranda Rights Form 
of Defendant 
CD Interview of Defendant 
Torey Adamcik's Sketch #1 
Torey Adamcik's Sketch #2 
Photographs of victim 
Autopsy photographs of victim 
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Exhibits 29 thru 52 
Exhibits 53 thru 59 
Exhibit 60 
Exhibit 61 
Exhibit 62 
Exhibit 63 
Exhibit 64 
Exhibit 65 
Exhibit 66 
Exhibit 67 
Exhibit 68 
Exhibit 69 
Exhibit 70 
Exhibit 71 
Exhibit 72 
Exhibit 73 
Exhibit 74 
Exhibit 75 
Exhibit 76 
Exhibit 77 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 
Autopsy photographs 
Photographs 
Cassie's white with green trim sweatshirt 
Cassie's Hop and pajama bottoms 
Cassie's underwear 
Stick matches in a plastic bag 
Black boots in plastic bag 
Rubber gloves 
Athletic Works Fingerless gloves 
Melted brown bottle 
Multi colored mask 
Large dagger and sheath 
Silver "Sloan" knife 
Small dagger and sheath 
Homemade videotape 
Matches 
Black handled serrated knife 
Notebook Page 
Red and White Mask 
Left handed black glove 
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Exhibit 78 
Exhibit 79 
Exhibit 80 
Exhibit 81 
Exhibit 82 
Exhibit 83 
Exhibit 84 
Exhibit 85 thru 88 
Exhibit 89 
Exhibit 90 
Exhibit 91 
Exhibit 92 
Exhibit 93 
Exhibit 94 
Exhibit 95 thru 100 
Puma gloves 
Blue garbage bag 
Calvin Klein shirt 
Hagger shirt 
White and gray sock 
Black cord/rope 
Notebook from Adamcik house 
Photographs 
Transcript of Videotape (Twelve copies were made 
for jurors and marked State's Exhibit 89 
A through L 
Photograph of Cassie Stoddart 
Copy of Exhibit 72 
CD prepared by Detective Jeff Pratt 
Autopsy Report W A06666 prepared by Dr. 
Steve Skoumal 
Power Point CD prepared by Dr. Charles Garrison 
Photographs of Defendant's room 
COURT'S EXHIBIT: 
Presentence Investigation Report 
I FURTHER CERTIFY that the above exhibits are attached to, and made a part 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS -1227-
of, the original transcript on appeal in said cause. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my H_' ..... ~+':! .... affixed the seal 
of said Court, this the __ day 
(SEAL) 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
TO ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 
District 
Court, Bannock County, State of Idaho 
-1228-
to 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
ORDER GRANTING UNCONTESTED 
MOTION TO SEAL 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Supreme Court Docket No. 34639-2007 
Bannock County District Court No. 
2006-17984 
Defendant-Appellant. Ref. No. 09S-514 
An UNCONTESTED MOTION TO SEAL was filed by counsel for Respondent on October 
8, 2009, requesting this Court for an order to seal, from public disclosure, certain pOliions of the 
Record on appeal and appellate briefs as there currently is no order in the appellate file which 
precludes these from public disclosure and that only counsel and court personnel be allowed access 
to them. Further, Respondent reserves the right to seek an order to seal additional documents if any 
additional objectionable documents are identified. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Respondent's UNCONTESTED MOTION TO SEAL be, 
and hereby is, GRANTED and the following items shall be SEALED AS CONFIDENTIAL 
EXHIBITS and only counsel and court personnel shall be allowed access to them: 
STATE'S EXHIBITS: 
1. Exhibits 15 through 52 (inclusive): photos of the victim's body and/or wounds 
2. Exhibit 94: CD Power Point slide presentation by Dr. Garrison 
DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS: 
1. Exhibits J, K, Q, R, S, T, CC, GG and HH: photos of the victim's body and/or wounds 
2. Exhibit DD: CD Power Point slide presentation by Dr. Leis 
APPELLATE BRIEFS: 
1. Reply Brief of Appellant 
2. Supplemental Brief of Appellant 
DATED this ~ay of October 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
SEAL - Docket No. 
~I 
I 
II 
I 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
AUGMENT THE RECORD 
TOREY MICHAEL ADAMCIK, 
Supreme Court Docket No. 34639-2007 
Bannock County District Court No. 
2006-17984 
Defendant-Appellant. 
A MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD was filed by counsel for Appellant on April 3, 
2009, requesting an order augmenting the record on appeal with Defense Exhibit 300, an audio CD, 
as this exhibit was played at the I.C.R. 35 motion hearing, see CR Vol. 5, pg. 1222; however, the 
contents do not appear in the transcript as counsel for both parties agreed to waive the official 
recording of the CD. Furthermore, counsel for Appellant inadvertently omitted requesting this 
exhibit in the Amended Notice of Appeal. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD be, 
and hereby is, GRANTED and the District Court Clerk shall submit to this Court, on or before 
fourteen (14) days of receipt of this Order, the item listed below as an EXHIBIT, an item which 
was NOT submitted with this Motion, and not contained in this record on appeal: 
cc: 
1. A copy of Defense Exhibit 300, an audio CD, which was played at the I.C.R. 35 motion 
hearing. 
DATED this lit:" day of April 2009. 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
F or the Supreme Court 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD - Docket No. 34639-2007 
!II 
